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Manchester,  Fehrum'y,  1855. 


SHIPPING  DUES  COMMISSION 


AND  THE 


LIVERPOOL  TOWN  DUES 


COPY  STATEMENT  IN  RELATION  TO  THE  LIVERPOOL 

TOWN  DUES; 


AND  ALSO 


REPORT  OF  PROCEEDINGS  OF  REPRESENTATIVE 

MEETING, 

HELD  IN  THE  TOWN  HALL,  MANCHESTER,  ON  W EDNESDAY 

THE  24th  day  OF  JANUARY,  1855. 


MANCHESTER : 

CAVE  & SEVER,  PRINTERS,  PALATINE  BUILDINGS,  HUNT’S  BANK. 

1855. 


SHIPPING  DUES  COMMISSION 


STATEMENT  AS  TO  TOWN  DUES  AND  LOCAL 

CHAEGES  UPON  SHIPPING. 


The  Report  of  Her  Majesty’s  Commissioners  “ appointed  to  inquire  into 
Local  Charges  upon  Shipping  ” has,  by  command  of  Her  ^Majesty,  been  laid  before 
Parliament,  and  will  doubtless  ere  long  form  the  basis  of  legislation. 

The  Corporation  of  Livei'pool  claim  the  right  to  levy,  and  do  in  fact  levy  town 
dues  on  all  goods  imported  into  and  exported  f rom  the  port  of  Liverpool,  not  being 
the  property  of  the  freemen  of  Liverpool,  or  of  resident  freemen  of  London, 
J3ristol,  Waterford,  and  Wexford. 

The  Report  states  that — 

“ I’he  limits  within  which  the  dues  are  levied  extend  from  a spot  to  the 
“ north-east  of  the  mouth  of  the  Dee,  to  a spot  to  the  south-west  of  the  mouth 
“of  the  Ribble.  From  the  tiature  of  the  coast,  verj' few  goods  are  either 
“ imported  or  exported  from  that  part  of  the  coast  within  those  limits  wliich 
“ lie  outside  of  the  estuary  of  the  Mersey ; but  -within  the  estuary  of  the 
“ Mersey,  there  are  many  places  of  gi’eat  trade,  besides  the  borough  of  Liver- 
“ pool.  The  most  important  of  these  are,  Birkenhead,  on  the  Cheshire  coast, 
“ nearly  opposite  to  Liverpool,  where  there  are  large  docks,  communicating 
“ by  raihvay  with  the  interior  of  the  country ; and  Runcorn,  at  the  upper 
“ extremity  of  the  estuary,  where  there  is  communication  wdth  the  interior 
“ both  by  railway  and  by  extensive  inland  navigtftion.  The  trade  of  these 
“ places,  though  not  nearly  equal  to  that  of  the  borough  of  Liverpool,  is  great; 
“ and  it  is  made  a subject  of  complaint  that  goods  shipped  or  landed  at* these 
“ places,  should  contribute  to  the  revenues  of  the  borough  of  Liverpool, 
“ within  the  precincts  of  which  they  never  come.  Of  the  trade  of  the  borough 
“ of  Liverpool  itself,  a very  large  proportion  belongs  to  the  interior,  of  which 
“ Liverpool  serves  as  a port.”  (p.  186.) 

The  towm  dues  are  paid  upon  every  article  according  to  rates  named  in  a lengthy 
schedule  issued  by  the  Corporation ; they  have  been  and  are  fixed  -wdthout  any 
reference  to*  the  value  of  the  article,  and  are  admitted  to  be  very  unequal  and 
oppressive  in  their  operation,  and  from  time  to  time  the  officer  of  the  Coi-poratiou 
imposes  upon  any  new  articles  of  import  or  export  (as  for  instance,  guano,  gutta 
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The  whole  of  the  NovLhem  and  Midland  Districts  of  tlie  country  are  vitally 
interested  i i obtaining  (as  recommended  by  the  Royal  Commissioners)  relief  from 
the  gross  injustice  of  this  tax,  which  now  amounts  to  the  sum  of  £120,000.  per 
annum  and  upwards,  and  is  applied  in  pament  of  the  local  expenses,  or  in  reduc- 
tion of  the  local  rales  oj  the  horoue/h  of  Liverpool,  and  is  not  expended  for  the  « 
benefit *of  ihe  trade  and  commerce  of  the  country  upon  which  the  tax  is  levied. 

Consider  ng  the  nature  of  the  Report  now  before  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
of  the  recommendation  made  by  Her  Majesty’s  Commissioners  that  the  town  dues 
shall  in  etf<  ct  be  abolished,  it  is  not  necessary  to  inquire  into  the  nature  of  the 
title  under  which  the  Corporation  claim  to  levy  this  rinicersal  tax.  and  at  the  same 
time  to  be  under  no  legal  obligation  whatever  to  benefit  to  any  extent,  by  its 
expenditur  i,  the  parties  called  upon  to  pay  the  dues. 

Under  o ;her  circumstances,  it  would  have  been  very  easy  to  show  the  difficulty 
experienced  at  different  periods  by  the  Corporation  of  Liverpool  to  discover  a title 
for  so  unjr  recedented  an  impost.  At  one  time,  a prescriptive  riyht  to  levy  the 
• dues,  in  etiirn,  however,  for  services  rendered  in  maintaining  the  port,  is 
claimed:— at  another  and  later  period,  ancient  grants  or  charteis from  the  Crown 
are  referred  to,  and  it  was  only  in  1833,  when  the  merchants  of  Liveqiool  formed 
themselves  into  an  association  to  resist  the  payment  of  the  town  dues  as  illegal 
and  unautl  orised,  that  a lease  in  1672  and  a purchase  in  1777  from  the  Molgneux 
family  are  put  forward,  whilst  numerous  entries  in  the  Corporation  books  prove 
that  long  1 irior  to  either  of  such  dates  the  Mayor  and  others  in  Liverpool  were 

O J « V 

dealing  wii  h town  dues. 

In  Feb  •uary,  1833,  the  action  against  Mr-  Bolton,  one  of  the  associated 
merchants,  was  tried,  and  a verdict  found  for  the  Corporation ; but  a bill  of  excep- 
tions was  t nderedfor  the  purpose  of  revieicing  the  ruling  of  the  jn’esiding  Judge  on 
many  impc  rtant  points  of  law,  which  was  never  prosecuted,  as  the  Corporation 
agreed  to  i educe  the  dues  then  principally  complained  of,  to  the  extent  of  many 
thousand  ] ounds  per  annum ; and  thus  bought  off  the  litigation  which  might  have 
been  fatal  lo  their  whole  claim. 

In  the  J nsvvers  giv'eii  t#  the  Commissioners,  the  Coipoiation  declare  that— 

“ 2'here  are  not  any  obligations  imposed  upon  the  Corporation  in  respect  of 
the  r receipt  of  those  dues.  The  amounts  levied  are  paid  into  and  form 

• “ par : of  the  borough  fund  of  the  borough  of  I^iverpool.’ 

■ In  the  litiga'tion,  however,  which  took  place  betw’een  the  Corporation  of  Liver- 
pool and  tie  Freenien  of  Lancastei'-(in  1691],  and  subsequently  with  the  Ireemen 
of  London  (in  1695), — when  the  dues  amounted  to  about  £600.  per  annum— the 
Corporatic  n put  forward  their  “ very  great  charge  and  trouble  in  connection  with 
the  maint.  '.nance  of  the  port  and  harbour,  as  the  consideration  given  and  the  service 

rendered  i or  the  dues  demanded. 

■When  he  first  Dock  Act  was  obtained  (in  or  about  the  year  1710),  all  such 
liability  w is  go*t  rid  of power  was  then  obtained  by  the  Corporation  to  levy  other 
rates  for  port  and  harbour  -purposes,  and  all  the  expenses  which  were  alleged  to 
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have  been  previously  paid  out  of  and  to  constitute  the  conskreration  for  the  town 
dues,  have  been  since  defrayed  out  of  other  special  rates  upon  ships  and  shipping 
levied  under  the  Liv-erpool  Dock  Acts,  and  which  now  amount  (exclusive  of  dock 
du«s)  to  upwards  of  £18,000.  per  annum. 

In  1691,  the  Corporation,  in  attempting  to  justify  the  claim  to  dues,  insisted 
upon  their  “ veiy  great  charge  and  trouble  ” in  maintaining  the  port  and  harbour, 
and  in  other  services  rendered  for  the  convenience  and  accommodation  of  shippmg; 
in  1710,  the  Corporation  obtain  power  from  Parliament  to  levy,  and  have  since 
levied,  other  rates  upon  ships  and  shipping,  for  the  pui-pose  of  defraying  all 
expenses  connected  with  the  port  and  harbour;  and  in  1854,  the  Coi-poration 
have  been  advised  to  declare  that  there  are  not  any  legal  obligations  imposed  in 
respect  of  the  £120,000.  levied  in  the  shape  of  town  dues. 

With  such  facts  before  them,  it  is  not  surprising  that  the  Commissioners  have 
recommended  that  only  such  dues  should  be  continued  as  can  be  shown  to  be 
required  to  defray  the  expenditure  incurred  for  the  benefit  of  ships  and  shipping  : 
and  looking  at  the  course  adopted  by  the  Legislatui*&  during  recent  years,  it  seems 
impossible  to  doubt  that  the  recommendations  of  the  Commissioners  will  be  sanc- 
tioned and  cai'ried  out  by  Pai’liameut. 

The  town  dues,  amounting  to  £120,000.  per  annum,  or  thereabouts,  and  levied 
upon  and  paid  by  the  merchants  of  Manchester,  Birmingham,  Leeds,  and  all  other 
places  who  either  import  or  export  any  articles  into  or  from* the  port  of  Liverpool, 
“ are  ])aid  into  an  1 form  part  of  the  borough  fund  of  the  borough  of  Liveqiool ; 
and,  as  might  be  anticipated,  the  Pteport  states  that  in  Liverpool,  where  the  rate- 
able annual  value  of  property  is  £1,400,000.,  there  is  no  borough  rate;  whilst  in 
the  city  of  Manchester,  where  the  rateable  value  of  property  is  £1,133,000.,  there 
was,  iri  the  year  1854,  for  the  puqiose  of  defraying  the  expenses  which  in  Liver- 
pool are  paid  out  of  the  town  dues,  a borough  rate  made  for  the  sum  of  £81,661. 

Upon  the  recent  Inquiry  held  in  Liverpool,  the  following  parties  appeared 
before”  Her  ^Majesty’s  Commissioners  to.  complain  of  such  dues  as  injuriously 
affecting  their  trades,  viz  ,-^The  Municipal  Corporation  cf  Manchester ; the 
Commercial  Association  of  Manchester;  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Manchester; 
the  Corn  Merchants  of  Manchester ; the  Slate  ISIerchants  of  Manchester ; the 
Municipal  Corporation  of  Salford ; the  Municipal  Coi-poration  of  Wamngton ; 
the  Cotton  Spinners  of  Ashton-under-Lyne ; the  Chairman  of  the  Improvement 
Commissioners  for  the  town  of  Rochdale  ; the  May-or  of_  Macclesfield  ; the  Town 
' of  Stalybridge ; the  Town  of  Runcorn  ; the  Coal  Masters  of  North  Walesj  the 
Coal  Masters  of  South  Wales  ; the  Birkenhead  Dock  Company ; the  Birkenhead 
Trustees;  the  Birkenhead  Improvement  Commissioners;  the  Shrewsbury  and 
Birmingham  Railway  Companies ; the  Chester  and  Shrewsbury  Railway  Company; 
the  Shrcwsbiuy  and  Hereford  Railway  Company ; the  Trustees  of  the  Duke  of 
Bridgewater  and  the  Earl  of  Ellesmere,  as  interested  in  the  Bridgewater  Canal, 
and  in  the  Mersey  and  Irwell  Navigation ; and  several  individual  Merchants  at 
different  places. 
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The  Re]  Kjrt  states  that — 

“ "]  he  general  ground  of  complaint  common  to  all  was,  that  they,  being 
“ sub  ect  to  rates  on  their  property  for  the  local  pui'poses  of  their  several 
“ dor  liciles,  were  also  taxed  on  their  trade  for  the  local  purposes  of  Li»er- 
“ poo Some  striking  examples  of  this  were  brought  forward.  Thus,  the 
“ firr  i of  James  Collier  Harter  and  Co.,  importers  of  indigo,  tea,  &c.,  at 
“ Manchester,  stated  that  they  paid  to  the  Liverpool  Borough  Fund,  in  the 
“ shaoe  of  town  dues,  the  amount  of  £150.  a-year,  which  was  seven  times  as 
“ mu  'll  as  they  paid  for  the  local  rates  of  Manchester,  on  their  business  pre- 
“ mij  es  there ; and  IMessrs.  Simpson  and  Potter,  at  Runconi,  stated  that 
“ thejr  paid  Liverpool  town  dues  to  the  amount  of  £‘^()0.  a-year,  principally 
“ on  the  export  of  salt,  amounting  to  about  tiventy  twines  the  local  rates  on 
“ the', r property  at  Faincorn.  The  representatives  of  the  different  manufac- 

“ tm  ing  towns  contended  that  the  town  dues  on  all  the  various  articles  used 

* • 

'*  as  raw  materials  in  their  manufactories,  and  also  on  the  export  of  the  mauu- 
“ facmred  articles  must  be  considered  as  borne  by  tliem;  for  instance,  that 
“ th<  town  dues  on  cotton  wool,  amounting  in  round  numbers  to  £17,000, 

“ a-}  ear,  were  a tax  on  the  manufacturing  towns  where  the  cotton  is  used, 

“ au'  I not  upon  Liverpool. 

“ Complaint  was  also  made  of  the  unequal  pressure  of  the  town  dues  on 
“ dil  ferent  articles,  the  rates  on  some  being  very  much  more  oppressive  than 
“ up  )n  others.  The  most  striking  example  of  this  wus  furnished  by  the 
“ W dsh  Coal  Masters. 

“ Mr.  Blackwell,  who  was  the  spokesman  of  the  South  Wales  Coal  Masters, 

“ sti  ted,  that  an  exjiort  trade  was  beginning  to  spring  up  from  South  Wales 
“ by  railway  to  Birkenhead,  and  thence  by  sea,  au  ;l  that  he  himself  had 
“ re(  ently  taken  the  minerals  in  an  estate  at  a royalty  of  2d.  per  ton,  wdth  a 
“ vit  w to  exporting  the  produce  in  that  way.  He  pointed  out,  that  on  all  coal 
“ th  IS  exported,  the  LiveiTDOol  town  due  of  2d.  per  ton  was  equal  to  the  sura 
“ pa  d to  the  landlord  for  the  fee-simple  of  the  mineral ; and  he  stated  that 
“ thi  ( effect  of  tliis  tax  was  to  depress  the  trade  to  the  injury  of  the  South  • 
“ W'  lies  district.  The  representatives  of  the  Railway  and  Canal  Companies 
“ CO  ifirmed  this  statement,  and  complained  that  they,  as  carriers,  suffered 
“net  only  by  the  trade  being  depressed,  but  also  by  its  being  diverted. 

“ T1  lus,  the  representatives  of  the  proprietors  of  the  Railways  terminating  at 
“ B rkenhead  stated,  that  the  coals  and  other  produce  of  Whales,  which  would 
“ n£  turally  be  brought  to  Birkenhead,  were  shipped  instead  at  Chester,  where 
“ th  3re  are  no  town  dues.  The  representative  of  the  jiroprietors  of  the  Bridge- 
“ wi  ter  Canal,  stated,  that  there  was  a large  trade  in  the  import  of  iron  ore 
“ fn  m Scotland,  to  be  used  in  Staffordshire  and  Warwickshire.  As  much 
“ as  78,000  tons, used  formerly  to  be  landed  at  Runcorn,  and  sent  up  the 
“ cc  antry  by  the  inland  navigation ; that  being  at  the  time  the  only  means  of 
“ in  porting  it.  Now,  the  Railways  have  opened  a communication  to  More- 
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“ cambe  and  to  Fleetwood  to  the  North  of  Liverpool,  and  to  Chester  on  the 
“ W^est  of  it,  and  the  import  at  Rmiconi  has  sunk  to  54,000  tons.  This 
“ they  attribute  to  the  Liveiq^ool  towm  dues  of  8d.  a ton,  which  operated  as 
“ a differential  duty  in  hivour  of  the  trade  by  Railway ; and  they  stated, 

“ apparently  with  accuracy,  that  3d.  a ton  was  a very  heavy  rate,  and  quite 
“ equal  to  the  general  margin  of  profit  in  that  trade. 

“ It  is  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  say  what  the  precise  incidence  of  any 
“ tax  is,  or  in  what  proportion  it  is  to  be  divided  between  the  merchant,  the 
“ producer,  and  the  consumer ; but  the  facts,  of  which  the  more  striking  are 
“ stated  above,  clearly  show  that  the  town  dues  of  Liverpool  are,  at  least  to  a 
" veiy  great  extent,  paid  by  persons  not  locally  interested  in  the  borough  of 
“ Liverpool."  fp.  180-7.) 

The  report  also  states  that — 

“ The  exemption  in  favour  of  Freemen  at  Liverpool  operates  so  as  to  give 
“ them  an  advantage  over  their  competitors  ; there  is  no  doubt  that  its  pecu- 
“ niary  value  must  be  considerable,  though  there  are  no  means  of  ascertahiing 
“ what  it  is.  The  principal  objection  to  the  exemption  seems  to  be  tliat  it  is 
“ invidious.  An  instance  was  pointed  out,  in  which  a Liverpool  Freeman 
“ was  enabled  to  underbid  others  for  a building  contract  at  Warrington,  solely 
“ because  he  was  enabled  to  import  his  materials  free  of  town  dues,  of  courne 
“ to  the  great  discontent  of  his  Warrington  competitors.”  (p.  187.) 

So  far  as  relates  to  the  mortgage  debt,  and  for  the  purpose  of  showmg  that  the 
security  to  creditors  will  be  ample  after  the  town  dues,  as  recommended,  are 
abolished,  the  Commissioners  say  that — 

“ The  debt,  amounting  to  more  than  a million,  although  large,  is  amply 
“ secured,  not  only  on  the  other  estate  of  the  Corporation  of  Liverpool,  but 
“ also  by  the  right  to  have  a borough  rate  if  necessary  : — as  the  rateable  value 
“ of  property  within  the  boi’ough  of  Liverpool  is  about  £1,400,000.  per 

“ annum,  it  is  obvious  that  the  creditox’s  are  in  no  peril.”  (p.  187.) 

% 

The  Commissioners  state — 

• “ The  purposes  to  which  all  property  belonging  to  Municipal  Corporations 

“ in  England  is  applicable,  are  regulated  by  the  Municipal  Corporation 
“ Refonn  Act.  (Stat.  5 and  6 Will.  IV.,  c.  76,  s.  92.)  These  purposes  are, 
“ in  the  fii'st  instance,  the  payment  of  debts,  and  the  administration  of  local 
“justice  and  police.  If  the  fund  is  not  sufficient  to  defray  these  expenses, 
“ the  deficiency  must  be  made  good  by  a borough  rate ; if  there  is  a surplus, 
“ that  surplus  must  be  applied  for  the  public  benefit  of  the  inhabitants  and 
. “ the  improvement  of  the  borough.  It  is  clear,  therefoi’e,  that  neither  the 
“ shipowner  nor  mei'chant,  as  such,  derives  special  benefit  from  the  purposes 
“ to  which  the  boi’ough  fund  is  applicable.  It  may  be  said  that  the  cliai'ges 
“ on  ships,  or  on  goods  canied  in  ships,  do  not  ultimately  fall  on  the  ship- 
owner  or  merchant,  but  that  they  fall  on  the  consumer,  and  thus  on  the 
“ residents  in  the  town,  for  the  benefit  of  whom  the  proceeds  of  these  charges 
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1“  are  applied.  It  is  scarcely  necessary  to  observe  i.hat,  where  charges  of 

“ thii  nature  are  levied  at  important  ports  on  articles  of  general  consumption, 

“ no  such  argument  can  be  adduced  in  their  favour.  At  Liverpool,  for 
“ iintance,  the  town  dues  affect  large  branches  of  rational  trade,  and  the 
“ du  IS  are  undoubtedly  a tax  upon  the  public,  levied  ly  local  authorities,  and 

“ apolied  to  local  purposes."  (p,  31.) 

And  fi  ither — 

“ N"one  of  these  charges  are  levied  on  owners  of  property,  or  on  residents 
“ of  the  town,  as  such ; but,  on  the  contrary,  in  ntany  instances,  some  of 
“ th ! residents  are,  as  Freemen,  exempted  from  their  payment ; while  the 
“ wl  ole,  or  nearly  the  whole  of  the  proceeds  of  the  special  taxes  levied  on 
“ sh.ps,  or  on  goods  carried  in  ships,  is  applied  to  purposes  in  w’hich  the 
“ ov  ners  of  property  or  residents  in  the  town  alone  have  any  special  interest. 

“ It  is,  therefore,  evident  that  the  pecuniary  benefit  which  the  owners  of 
“ pi  operty,  or  residents  in  the  town,  derive  from  this  system  depends  upon 
“ tl  e extent  to  which  they  are  thereby  relieved  from  local  taxes,  at  the 
“ 6'  pense  of  the  merchant,  or  shipovrner,  or  non-resident  consumer. 

“ But  while  tlie  application  to  municipal  or  other  town  purposes,  of  the 
‘‘  cl  arges  levied  on  ships,  or  on  goods  carried  in  shijis,  tends  to  diminish  the 
» ai  lount  of  the  local  taxes,  to  which  owners  of  property  or  residents  in  the 
“ t(  wn  alone  are  liable,  this  system  is  far  from  being  one  of -unmixed  advan- 
“ tl  ge  to  the  parties  thus  relieved. 

‘ The  owners  of  property,  and  the  residents  in  a sea-port  towm,  are  directly 
“ a id  deeply  interested  in  the  prosperity  of  the  maritime  trade  of  that  town. 

‘ The  multiplication  of  the  charges  on  ships,  or  (>n  goods  carried  in  ships, 

“ 1.  .vied  in  a harbour,  is  of  itself  a source  of  inconvenience  to  the  shipowner  or 
“ n .erchant;  and  the  imposition  of  any  local  charge,  jiot  absolutely  required  for 
“ I laritime  purposes,  on  the  maritime  trade  of  a port,  is  fraught  with  injury 

“ t } that  trade. 

I ppg  competition  between  neighbouring  harbours,  and  between  land  car- 
“ 1 lage  and  carriage  by  sea,  is  frequently  so  close,  that  a toll  or  due  has  had, 

“ i a some  instances,  an  obvious  practical  effect  in  impeding  the  developement 
“ ( f the  trade  of  a town,  w'hile,  in  others,  it  has  diverted  that  trade,  or  a 
“ ■ larticular  branch  of  it,  to  some  other  locality,  (p.  32.) 

The  re'  lort  further  states — 

“ We  do  not  however  wish  to  infer  that  the  charges  levied  on  ships,  or 
“ >n  goods  carried  in  ships,  which  are  applied  to  municipal  or  town  purposes, 
“ done  have  any  effect  in  determining  the  course  of  trade.  The  same  remarks 
“ .Yould  be  applicable  to  charges  applied  to  harbour  purposes,  although  in  this 
“ ^ase  the  trade  of  the  harbour  derives  some  comjiensating  benefit  from  the 
“ application  of  the  charges.  As  a general  rule  it  is  of  high  impoi-tance  that 
“ all  the  charges  levied  within  a harbour  should  be  reduced  to  the  lowest  point 
“ compatible  with  the  requirements  of  the  harbour ; but  we  have  thought  it 
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“ more  convenient  to  call  especial  attention  to  this  point,  in  connection  with 
“ those  charges  which  are  levied  on  the  maritime  trade  of  a liarbour,  but  ichich 
“ are  applied  to  purposes  uncojinected  with  the  maintenance  or  improvement  of 
“ harbour,  or  the  navigation  connected  therewith."  (p.  33-4.) 

The  report  again  says — 

“ These  charges,  as  we  have  already  stated,  are  applicable  to  objects,  the 
“ expenditure  on  which  is  in  most  districts  in  England,  defrayed  out  of  rates 
“ levied  on  the  occupants  of  property  in  the  districts,  and  which  must,  by  the 
“ general  law,  if  not  otherwise  .provided  for,  be  so  defrayed.  It  is  therefore 
“ evident  that  if  the  trade  of  a port  be  relieved  from  these  charges,  or  if  the 
“ appplication  of  them  be  diverted  from  Municipal  or  other  Town  purposes  to 
“ the  maintenance  or  improvement  of  the  harbour,  the  alteration  must  have 
“ a tendency  to  increase  the  rates.  But,  under  the  existing  system,  the 
‘‘  owners  of  rateable  property  are  benefited  at  the  expense  of  the  Merchant,  the 
“ shipowner,  or  the  Consumer;  and  although  by  an  alteration  of  this  system 
“ some  additional  charge  may  be  cast  on  the  Ratepayers,  there  can  be 
“ no  injustice  in  providing  that  they  shall  be  placed  in  the  same  position  as 
“ the  owmers  of  rateable  property  in  general,  and  hear  the  expenditure  on 
“ objects  in  which  they  alone  have  a direct  interest. 

“ It  must  be  remembered  that,  before  the  enactment  of  the  Municipal 
“ Corporation  Reform  Act,  in  1835,  the  charges  now'  carried  to  borough 
“ funds,  which  form  the  greater  part  of  the  charges  under  consideration, 
“ belonged  to  the  old  Mxmicipal  Corporations,  and  were  applicable,  without 
“ much  control,  to  whatever  purpose  the  governing  body  of  those  Corporations 
“ pleased.  But  this  Act  changed  the  system  entirely.-  The  whole  of  the 
“ property  of  the  Old  Municipal  Corporations  and  their  officers,  including 
“ the  charges  levied  by  them  on  ships,  or  on  goods  carried  in  ships,  is  now 
“ earned  to  the  Borough  fund,  and  applied  e.xclusively  to  the  purposes 
“ enumerated  in  the  92ud  section  of  the  Act.  It  is  true  that  these  charges 
“ are,  in  many  instances,  of  great  antiquity,  but  it  is  only  since  1835  that 
“ they  have  been  appropriated  to  the  present  purposes ; they  were  in  that 
“ year,  by  the  authority  of  the  Legislature,  taken  from  those  who  formerly 
“ possessed  them,  and  for  the  first  time  appropi’iated  to  the  benefit  of  the 
“ Ratepayers.  It  appears  to  us,  therefore,  that  the  Corporations  haife  no  just 
“ claim  to  optpose  the  change,  should  the  Legislature  see  fit  to  abolish  these 
“ charges,  or  to  apply  them  to  Harbour  purposes,  and  thus  to  the  benefit  of  those 
“ on  whom  they  are  levied."  (p.  43.) 

As  the  result  of  the  whole  Inquiry,  and  in  order  to  secure  the  reduction  of  all 
charges  upon  ships  and  shipping  to  such  amounts  as  are  proved  to  be  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  defraying  the  expenses  incurred  for  the  above  pur- 
poses, and  for  the  benefit  of  such  shipping,  and  also  to  remove  the  practical 
difficulty  which  now  exists,  with  reference  to  the  revision,  both  of  the  limits  and  of 
the  tariff,  principally  arising  from  the  varying  character  of  the  different  authorities 
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who  are  e.  titled  to  levy  charges,  the  following,  amongst  other  recommendations, 

are  submi  ted  by  Her  Majesty’s  Commissiouers 

“ ] . That  a single  body  of  conservators  be  constituted  in  each  public 
“ baibour. 

“ i.  That  the  limits  within  which  each  body  of  conservators  shall  exercise 
“ jui  Lsdiction  be  determined ; and  that  provision  be  made  for  revising  these 

“ lin  its  from  time  to  time. 

“ 1.  That  all  powers  necessary  for  the  maintenance  and  government  of  the 
“ ha  hour  be  vested  exclusively  in  the  conservators  of  the  haiboui, 

“ t.  That  all  properties  held  by  the  existing  authorities  of  any  public 
“ ha  -bour,  and  appropriated  for  the  purposes  of  the  harbour,  be  transferred  to 

“ th  ) conservators  of  that  harbour. 

“ 5.  That  all  revenues  appropriated  to  the  purposes  of  any  public  liarbour 

“ be  transferred  to  the  conservators  of  that  harbour. 

“ 6.  That  all  dues  and  tolls  on  ships,  or  on  good.s  earned  in  ships,  levied 
“ b^  Municipal  Corporations,  or  other  town  authorities,  within  the  limits  of 
“ ai*  y public  harbour,  be  transferred  to  the  conservators  of  the  public  harbour 

“ w'  thin  which  they  are  levied. 

“7.  That  the  debts  secured,  either  partially  or  wholly,  on  the  property 
01  revenues  transferred  to  the  conservators,  be  a charge  on  the  harbour 

“ n venues. 

“ 8.  That  where  these  debts  are  also  secured  on  a borough  fund,  or  on 
“ K tes  payable  by  the  inhabitants  of  a district,  the  harbour  revenues  be 
“ ir  demnified  against  these  debts  by  such  borough  fund  or  rates,  unless  these 
“ d.  bts  have  been  incurred  for  harbour  purposes  : and  that,  where  requisite, 
“ 8]  ecial  provision  be  made  to  secure  to  the  harbour  revenues,  indemnifica- 
* “ ti  m from  the  ratepayers  of  the  town  or  district  against  debts  which  are  not 
“ s.  cured,  or  inadequately  secured,  on  a borough  fund,  or  ofi  rates,  but 
“ w aich  have  been  incurred  for  municipal  or  other  town  purposes. 

“ 9.  That  the  tariffs  of  the  dues  and  tolls  on  ships,  or  on  goods  carried 

“ ii  I ships,  transferred  to  the  conservators,  be  revised. 

‘ 1 0.  That  the  limits  within  which  each  such  due  or  toll  is  leviable  be 

“ a iso  revised. 

“11.  That  provision  be  made  for  the  future  revision  of  such  tariffs  and 
“ 1 mits  from  time  to  time. 

‘ 12.  That  all  exclusive  priveleges,  within  public-  harbours,  be  abolished. 

‘ 24.  That  all  dues  or  tolls  on  ships,  or  on  goods  carried  in  ships,  leviable 
by  the  conservators  of  a public  harbour,  be  levied  equally,  and  that  all 
, xemptions  from,  or  ineciualities  in,  such  dues  or  tolls  be  abolished." 

.(p.  47-8.) 

3n  behalf  of  the  Committee  acting  for  the  CorpcTation  of  Manchester, 

JOSEPH  HERON,  Town  Clerk 

Town  llaU,  Manchester, 

• January  I'Hth,  1855. 
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A meeting  was  held  on  Wednesday  last,  at  noon,  in  the  Mayor’s  Parlour, 
convened  by  printed  circulars  issued  by  the  Town-clerk  of  Manchester,  inti- 
mating that — 

“ The  object  of  this  meeting  will  be  to  consider  and  determine  upon  the  steps  to  be  taken^ 
and  to  concert  the  necessai’v  measures  for  securing  the  co-oi>eration  and  support  not  only  of 
the  districts  which  are  more  immediately  interested  in  obtaining  relief  from  the  tax  now 
levied  (to  pay  the  borough  expenses)  on  every  article  imported  into  or  exported  from  the 
port  of  Liverpool,  but  also  of  all  places  which  may  be  suffering  under  imposts  of  a similar 
character,  and  therefore  alike  interested  in  m-ging  upon  the  Board  of  Trade  the  necessity  for 
carrying  out,  without  delay,  the  recommendations  made  by  the  shipping  dues  commission.” 

The  meeting  was  influentially  attended  from  Manchester  and  Salford,  and  from 
various  other  districts.  Several  Liverpool  papers  sent  reporters.  Benjamin 
NichoUs,  Esq.,  Mayor  of  Manchester,  presided. 

Amongst  the  gentlemen  present  were,  Alderman  Sir  E.  Armitage  and  Messrs. 
Aldermen  Watkins,  Bancroft,  Neild,  Shuttle  worth,  and  Pilling;  Messrs.  Edmund 
Buckley,  J.  C.  Harter,  Richard  Birle}-,  E.  A.  Lingard,  J.  Simpson,  J.  Hall, 
Wm.  Gibb,  C.  H.  Minchin,  &c.,  and  the  following  representatives  of  other  places  and 
bodies. — Manchester  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures : Messrs.  Henry 
Ashworth  (Vice-President),  Thomas  Boothman  (Secretary),  James  Worthington, 
William  Hinmers,  and  John  Chadwick. — Manchester  Commercial  Association: 
Messrs.  Malcolm  Ross  (Vice-President),  and  Hugh  Fleming  (Secretary). — Salford: 
Mr.  William  Ross  (Mayor),  the  Town-clerk,  and  Mr.  Alderman  Langworthy. — 
Ashton-under-Lyne  : Messrs.  Higginbotham  (Mayor),  and  Buckley. — Bolton  : 
Messrs.  P.  R.  Arrowsmith  (Mayor),  and  Joseph  Crook,  M.P. — Oldham:  Mr, 
John  Platt,  (Mayor). — Bochdale  Improvement  Commissioners:  Messrs,  Thomas 
Ashworth  (Chief  Constable),  John  Mason,  and  W.  A.  Scott. — Stockport:  Dr, 
Rayner  (Mayor),  Mr.  Councillor  Hampson,  and  Mr.  Vaughan  (Town-clerk). — 
Liverpool:  Mr.  Venn  (assistant  Town-clerk). 
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The  Town-clerk  said  that,  as  gentlemen  present  would  probably  be  aware,  the 
ineetin  ;had  been  summoned  by  circulars,  addressed  to  gentlemen  connected  with 
a consi  lerable  number  of  places  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Manchester,  interested 
in  the  )ayment  of  the  town  dues  of  Liverpool,  and  requesting  that  the  parlies  or 
bodies  o whom  they  were  addressed  would,  if  convenient,  appoint  some  gentlemen 
to  represent  their  district  or  body.  He  bad  received  in  answer  to  the  circular^ 
replies  from  a considerable  number  of  places,  the  general  character  of  which 
would  )e  best  judged  of  by  Ins  reading  a communication  made  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Leeds  Chamber  of  Commerce;  for  the  other  letters  were  pretty  much  of  the 
samec  laracter.  That  gentleman  wrote — 

“Leeds  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Leeds,  19th  Januar}',  1855. 

“ Sir, —The  Mayor  of  Leeds  lias  communicated  to  this  chamber  the  circular  and  accom- 
pamunc  printed  document  respecting  the  Livei’pool  town  dues,  issued  by  you,  under  date  of 
the  12t!iiust.,  and  the  council  of  the  clnamber  have  given  the  subject  their  serious  consi - 
deratioi The  council  are  fully  convinced  of  the  injustice  inflicted  upon  commerce  in 
general  by  the  imposition  of  these  dues,  devoted  as  they  are  to  i)urposes  entirely  foreign  to 
the  pul  lie  interests,  and  they  cordijxlly  concur  in  the  recommendations  of  Her  Majesty's 
Commi  sioners,  as  expressed  iu  their  report  on  shipping  dues.  'Whilst  very  sensible  of 
the  im]  lortance  of  cooperation  on  the  part  of  all  botUes  representing  the  interests  of 
commeice,  for  the  purpose  of  urging  upon  the  government  the  necessity  of  carrying  out 
measur  !S  for  the  relief  of  trade  from  these  and  other  similar  imposts,  the  council  of  this 
chambe  r do  not  consider  that  by  sending  representatives  to  the  meeting  to  be  held  in  Man- 
chester on  the  24th  inst.  they  would  be  rendering  assistance  iu  furthering  the  general  object 
in  any  ilegree  more  practical  than  will  be  afforded  by  the  present  expression  of  their  deli- 
berate « pinion  upon  the  question  at  issue.  I have,  however,  to  assure  you  that  the  council 
of  the  ; jceds  Chamber  of  Commerce  are  prepared  to  give  eveiy  support  in  their  power  to 
measur  ;s  having  for  their  object  the  removal  or  equitable  adjustment  of  these  imposts ; 
and  wh'  a the  proper  time  anives  they  will  not  only  give  effect  to  their  \*iews  by  petitions 
and  me  iiorials,  but  will  also  use  all  the  influence  they  possess  to  induce  the  members  of 
parliam  ant  connected  with  the  locality,  and  any  others  with  whom  their  opinion  may  have 
weight,  to  aid  in  this  most  necessary  reform.  The  council  beg  you  to  communicate  this 
letter  t(  the  promoters  of  the  movement  in  your  borough,  and  to  express  their  readiness  to 
receive  iny  suggestions  as  to  the  course  to  he  pursued  in  the  farther  advocacy  of  the  public 
interest  s as  involved  in  this  question. 

“ I am,  Sir,  yours  very  truly, 

“ HENEY  BIECHALL,  Seeretarj\ 

“ P.S  — The  council  have  communicated  with  the  president  of  the  chamber,  William 
re:ket1,  Esq.,  M.P.  for  Eipon,  and  have  no  doubt  of  securing  his  active  cooperation. 

“Josiph  Heron,  Esq.,  Town- clerk,  Manchester.” 

He  ha  I received  communications  of  similar  tenor  from  various  places,  including 
the  C lamber  of  Commerce  at  Glasgow,  from  Halifax,  Wigan,  Nottingham, 
airmii  gham.  Bury,  Derby,  Macclesfield,  Sheffield,  Wakefield,  and  other  places; 
all  inlimating  the  same  sentiments  as  expressed  in  the  letter  he  had  read. 


He  had  also  received  letters  stating  that  representatives  would  attend  from 
Kochdale,  Bolton,  Stockport,  and  Ashton-under-Ljne. 

The  Mayor  said  they  were  met  to  consider  what  steps  they  ought  to  take  in 
order  to  follow  up  the  report  of  the  commissioners  upon  local  charges  on  shipping. 
The  members  of  the  Manchester  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  of  the  Manchester 
Commercial  Association  naturally  took  a deep  interest  in  this  question,  and  their 
respective  presidents  or  vice-presidents  would,  he  hoped,  state  their  views  to  the 
meeting.  Levied  as  these  town  dues  were  on  the  industry  of  the  entire  district, 
and  expended  on  purely  local  objects  within  the  borough  of  Liverpool,  the  cost 
of  which  ought  to  be  defrayed  out  of  a borough  rate  (hear),  they  became  a 
serious  and  objectionable  charge,  for  which  no  equivalent  whatever  was  afforded. 
(Hear.)  It  was  a gross  injustice  that  the  inhabitants  of  other  towns  should  be 
compelled,  iu  addition  to  their  own  local  rates,  to  contribute  to  relieve  the  people 
of  Liverpool  from  those  ordinary  taxes  which  fell  on  all  other  communities, 
simply  because  that  town  happened  to  be  a seaport.  (Hear.)  The  infliction  of 
so  heavy  a penalty  to  pay  dock  and  other  necessary  dues  would  be  bad  enough* 
but  when  the  Liverpool  corporation  insist  on  their  right  to  levy  these  dues  over  an 
extensive  district,  and  on  goods  which  never  enter  their  borough  at  all  (hear),  he 
thought  it  was  high  time  to  investigate  their  claim  to  such  dues.  (Hear.)  For 
it  would  be  just  as  reasonable  if  our  citizens  were  to  levy  contributions  on  all 
goods  passing  through  Manchester  on  their  way  to  other  towns.  With  the  law  of 
the  matter  he  should  not  interfere,  hut  would  leave  that  to  our  talented  Town- 
clerk,  iu  justice  to  whom  he  must  say  in  reference  to  this  question,  he  had 
already  acquitted  himself  in  the  most  able  manner  (hear),  and  to  whose  clear  and 
straightforward  e.xplanations  the  results  iu  the  report  before  them  were  mainly 
due.  To  him  the  community  at  large  were  very  much  indebted.  (Applause.) 

William  Ross,  Esq.,  i^Iayor  of  Salford,  moved  the  following  resolution  : — 

“ Tliat  the  claim  of  the  Corporation  of  Liverpool,  to  exact  the  paj-ment  of  dues  arbitrarily 
fixed,  in  respect  of  eveiy  article  imported  into,  or  exported  from  the  port  of  Liverpool, 
without  being  under  any  legal  obligation  to  expend  any  portion  of  the  amount  obtained  in 
maintaining  and  improving  the  port,  or  for  the  benefit  of  rdiipping,  is  as  unconstitutional 
in  its  nature,  as  it  is  opposed  in  principle  to  all  recognized  law,  and  the  exaction  of  such 
dues,  to  the  extent  of  upwards  of  ,£l‘i5,000.  j)er  annum,  to  he  expended  for  strictly  local  and 
borough  purposes,  constitutes  a most  vexatious  and  unjust  tax  upon  the  trade  and  commerce 
of  the  nation,  which,  in  the  opinion  of  this  meeting,  ought  to  he  abolished." 

He  was  sure  all  present  would  support  the  resolution,  which  expressed  so  clearly 
the  evils  of  which  they  had  to  complain.  He  appeared  on  behalf  of  the  neighbouring 
borough  of  Salford— now  reckoning  a population  of  upwards  of  90,000,  in  some  por- 
tions of  which  there  had  been  of  late  great  increase  of  manufactures — to  protest  on 
l.ielialf  of  that  community  against  this  most  iniquitous  tax,  which  was  really  unjust 
in  principle.  1 hough  much  was  said  of  its  being  so  long  maintained,  he  thought 
they  would  agree  with  him  that  however  long  an  evil  might  have  existed,  if  it  were 
morally  wrong,  its  antiquity  would  not  make  it  right.  (Hear.)  At  a meeting  of  the 


1 


12 


gener.  .1  purposes  committee  of  the  Salford  council,  to  appoint  representatives  to  this 
meeti  »g,  Mr.  Alderman  Langworthy,  an  eminent  mercliant  of  Manchester  and  Sal- 
ford, \ 'as  named  to  accompany  him.  He  had  spoken  to  many  gentlemen  on  the  sub- 
ject, end  found  but  one  general  condemnation  of  this  unjust  tax  ; merchants  and 
othen  all  agreed  that  whether  legal  or  not,  it  was  a most  unjust  tax,  which  com- 
pellec  the  inhabitants  of  Manchester  and  Salford  and  other  places  to  pay  the 
borough  rates  of  Liverpool ; for  that  was  the  fact.  He;  emphatically  and  cordially 
move  I the  resolution,  which  expressed  the  strong  feeling  in  this  city  and  the 
borough  of  Salford,  as  well  as  of  every  surrounding  town,  against  the  great  evil, 
whicl  they  felt  it  a bounden  duty  to  endeavour  to  get  rid  of. 

M] . Henrv  Ashworth,  Vice-President  of  the  Manchester  Chamber  of  Com- 
merc'i,  in  seconding  the  resolution,  characterised  it  as  one  which  claimed  as  our 
right  to  be  fairly  treated  in  this  matter  ; that  the  inhabitants  of  Liverpool  should 
not  d grive  from  us  a source  of  benefit  for  which  they  gave  us  no  adeejuate  return. 
It  W£3  a sort  of  universal  privilege  among  the  British  people  that  they  should  now 
and  hen  indicate  their  restiveness  under  taxation.  When  we  found  that  the 
publii  taxes  were  being  raised  and  expended  in  a manner  unsatisfactory  to  the 
coun'  ry,  the  effect  was  to  generate  great  heavings  in  the  social  fabric  ; the  people 
becai  le  occasionally  tumultuous,  and  at  any  rate  insisted  that  they  should  have 
repre  sentation  co-equal  with  taxation.  He  thought  in  that  respect  no  one  demurred 
to  th  > justice  of  that  demand ; and  in  like  manner  he  thought  we  might  claim 
that  in  respect  to  an  affair  of  taxation  levied  upon  our  property  by  the  people  of 
Live  pool,  we  ought  either  to  be  represented,  or  those  receiving  the  tax  should  at 
all  e’  ents  satisfy  us  that  their  claim  was  more  just  than  we  were  now  accustomed 
to  beueve.  Touching  the  extent  of  this  tax,  the  gross  sum  was  about  £125,000* 
a yetr;  and  to  realise  its  application,  take  the  article  of  raw  cotton,  the  charge  on 
whib  1,  at  the  rate  of  2d.  per  bale  to  the  Liverpool  town  dues,  came  to  £16,000.  or 
£17,1  )00.  a year.  But  when  this  cotton  had  been  manufactured  in  Manchester 
and  < Isewhere,  and  came  to  Liverpool  to  be  re-shipped  from  Liverpool,  every  bale 
of  gcods  derived  from  that  raw*  material  was  again  taxed  at  the  same  port.  (Hear, 
In  li  re  manner  every  article  used  or  consumed,  everything  we  eat,  drink,  or  wear, 
whic  1 passed  through  the  town  of  Liverpool,  was  taxed  for  the  account  of  the 
May  >r  of  Liverpool,  and  to  afford  a fund  to  be  disbursed  as  they  pleased  by  that 
corpi  iration.  There  was  another  phase  of  the  injustice.  Among  antiquated 
abusjs  there  were  often  to  be  found  partialities  and  favours  ; and  in  this  instance 
the  Liverpool  town  dues  were  not  a tax  of  universal  application  ; for  there  were 
privileged  e.xemptions — the  freemen  of  Liverpool  themselves  were  exempt,  as  well 
as  tl  e resident  freemen  of  London,  and  those  of  Bristol,  Waterford,  We.xford,  and 
he  b glieved  also  those  of  Lancaster.  (Hear.)  The  application  of  these  exemp- 
tions was  worth  tracing.  A firm  of  Liverpool  merchants  or  brokers,  entrusted 
with  property  and  receiving  a consignment  of  cotton  from  abroad,  perhaps  for  the 
acco  int  of  some  spinner  or  manufacturer  here,  pay  for  it  a charge  as  town  dues 
of  2d.  a bale.  Suppose  of  tlm  two  partners  in  this  firm,  one  is  a freeman  of 


13 


I Liverpool  and  the  other  not.  The  whole  amount  is  charged  by  the  firm  onward 
to  the  owner  of  the  property  ; but  when  the  firm  come  to  account  for  the  town 
dues  to  the  Liverpool  corporation,  they  claim  an  exemption  of  one-half,  because 
one  of  them  happens  to  he  a freeman.  Thus  he  receives  half  the  tax  on  our  cotton. 
And  so  with  firms  that  are  freemen  of  the  favoured  places,  London  and  Bristol, 
Waterford  and  Wexford  ; and  we  in  Manchester  are  taxed  for  the  benefit  of  people 
who  have  vested  interests  in  these  different  places.  Such  was  the  information  he 
had  derived  from  those  supposed  to  know,  and  he  should  be  glad  to  be  corrected 
if  in  error  ; but  if  true,  it  was  another  phase  of  the  injustice  which  had  not  before 
j been  traced  out.  We  had  been  told  that  the  Liverpool  corporation  were  not  called 

upon  to  exi)end  any  portion  of  this  money  for  the  benefit  of  the  parties  from  whom 
it  was  raised.  This  had  been  ascertained  by  the  royal  commission  in  the  answer 
of  the  Liverpool  corporation  to  that  effect  ; that  they  were  not  legally  bound  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  they  should  spend  it ; but  that  it  went  to  the  account  of  the 
mayor  and  corporation,  to  be  applied  for  local  purposes.  He  believed  the  fact  was 
that,  some  years  ago,  when  the  dock  trustees  obtained  an  act  of  parliament,  and 
became  as  it  were  the  trustees  for  conducting  the  merchandise  of  the  port,  the 
corporation  flung  upon  their  shoulders  the  onus  and  liability  of  maintaining  the 
lights  and  buoys  and  other  charges  of  the  port  of  Liverpool ; and  thus  the  corpo- 
ration were  not  called  upon  to  spend  anything  whatever,  or,  at  least,  only  a very 
small  amount,  on  behalf  of  the  persons  from  whom  the  money  was  raised.  Then 
in  what  way  was  this  large  amount  expended  ? First,  it  relieved  the  borough  of 
Liverpool  of  all  local  taxation  as  borough  rate,  which,  in  Manchester,  amounts  to 
£70,000.  or  £80,000.  a year.  So  far  the  inhabitants  of  Liverpool  were  gainers  by 
our  paying  their  taxes'  for  them  to  that  extent,  as  well  as  our  own.  It  was  stated 
also  that  the  Liverpool  corporation  had  been  purchasers  of  a large  amount  of  pro- 
, perty  in  the  borough,  of  which  no  one  knew  the  real  extent,  for  it  was  kept  a sort 

of  mysterious  secret ; but  there  were  persons  who  had  undertaken  to  value  it  in 
^ the  lump  at  four  millions  sterling.  A large  sum  certainly,  and  the  revenue 

from  which  ought  at  any  rate  to  be  quite  enough.  Surely  they  could  afford  to 
f drop  taxing  us  any  longer.  They  were  also  liberal  in  their  way  to  public  institu- 

tions, especially  those  of  religion  ; always  excepting  Dissenters  and  Catholics,  for 
' he  did  not  know  that  the  corporation  was  chargeable  with  having  shown  them  much 


favour.  Last  j*ear’s  account  showed  that  the  expenses  upon  the  churches  of 
Liverpool  came  to  a large  sum.  The  Liverpool  corporation  bought  some  half- 
dozen  churches,  which  were  now  their  own  property,  and  last  year’s  expenses 
for  St.  George’s  Church  were  £1,349,— a large  sum  to  uphold  a church,— while 
the  pew  rents  came  to  only  £180.  In  the  same  manner  they  had  gone  on  with 
the  payment  of  ministers,  of  clerks,  organists,  organ  blowers,  choristers,  sextons, 
and  other  expenses ; and  these  they  had  to  pay  at  St.  George’s,  St.  Luke’s,  St- 
Michael’s,  St.  Martin’s,  St.  Thomas’s,  and  he  knew  not  where  beside ; and  in 
more  than  one  instance  the  amount  of  receipts  was  so  small  as  to  be  utterly  insig- 
nificant. In  St.  Martin’s  the  whole  of  the  receipts  from  pew  rents  last  year  w*ere 
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£54.  5 1.;  while  the  organist  and  organ  blower  received  £55.  for  their  share  of 
theerailuments.  Public  funds  were  very  often  ill-distributed  ; but  if  an  instance 
of  the  r being  recklessly  flung  away  were  wanted,  it  would  be  found  in  the  extra- 
vagance  of  the  Liverpool  corporation.  Then  there  was  St.  Georges  Hall.  Many 
of  us  idinived  a large  and  handsome  building;  but  if  called  on  to  pay  a large 
cost  fo  r erecting  it,  we  thought  we  ought  to  have  a voice  as  to  the  expenditure. 

In  that  case  we  had  had  no  voice,  though  it  was  difBcult  to  refrain  from  saying 
that  g eat  part  of  the  cost  must  have  come  out  of  our  own  individual  pockets. 
Takin  j up  the  Liverpool  Albion  of  Monday  last,  he  found  an  article  on  ‘ The 
Corpo  *ate  Estate  and  the  Town  Council,”  in  which  the  editor  states, — 

“It  lias  often  been  said  of  our  finance  committee,  that  it  is  a species  of  star  chamber, 
free  fn  m check,  control,  or  responsibility.  * * The  finance  committee  is  made  up  of 

variouj  elements.  * * To  shut  their  mouths  they  have  been  asked  to  share  the  honours, 

and  th  s finance  committee  still  remains  a sealed  book.  It  has  got  a large  property  under 
itsconxol,  but  nobody  knows  what  that  property  is,  or  where  it  is  situated;  whether  it  is 
occupi  :d  or  unoccupied,  in  part  or  in  whole ; what  the  rental  is,  whether  recovered  or  not, 
or  whe  >her  there  are  good  or  bad  debts  owing.  Nobody  knows  who  the  tenants  are,  tho 
nature  of  their  tenures,  or  what  principle  is  acted  on  in  disposing  of  the  various  claims, 
doubts  and  difficulties  that  may  daily  arise.  Nobody  knows  whether  leases  are  given  to 
the  hi^  best  or  to  the  lowest  bidder,  whether  to  a son,  brother,  cousin,  or  other  relation  of 
parties  directly  or  indirectly  having  the  power  to  dispose  oi  the  question,  or  whether  all 
such  i ifluences  are  excluded.  In  short,  neither  the  council  nor  the  ratepayers  know 
anythi:  ig  whatever  on  any  of  these  points,  nor  on  any  other  points  affecting  the  corporate 
proper  y excepting  what  the  meagre  details  given  occasionally  by  the  finance  committee  at 
the  mi  etings  of  the  town  council  may  afford.  Some  time  ago  we  strongly  recommended 
that  tfcare  should  be  a map  of  Liverpool  specially  framed  with  a view  to  indicating  every 
plot  ol  ground,  and  everj'  house,  and  every  other  property  of  whatever  description,  be- 
longin' ■ to  the  corporation,  that  the  ratepayers  might  not  only  know  the  extent  of  their 
proper  y,  but  where  situated ; that  they  might  thus  be  in  a position  to  be  better  acquainted 
with  tl  e proceedings  of  their  finance  committee  than  they  now  are.  With  such  a map  the 
public  would  have  a guarantee  in  publicity  which  w^ould  assure  them  that  the  committee 
was  m Ae  up  of  honourable  men.  There  will  be  relations,  friends,  or  call  them  what  you 
will,  yi  ho  may  be  in  the  way  of  buying  comer  bits  which  the  corporation  may  happen  to  be 
in  the  way  of  requiring  to  carry  out  improvements.  The  price  to  be  paid  by  the  corpora- 
tion m ly  be  double  that  paid  by  the  private  speculator ; but,  then,  he  has  only  been  turning 
the  he  aest  penny,  audit  is  just  no  more  nor  less  than  a bit  of  good  luck.  It  is  said  such 
things  have  been,  and  we  believe  such  things  will  he;" 

Indie  Lting  that  peculation  is  going  on  in  the  corporati(»n  of  Liverpool.  And  how 
could  we  wonder  at  it,  when  they  have  immense  funds  passing  through  their  ^ 
handt  and  at  their  command,  belonging  to  the  people  of  Lancashire,  Yorkshire, 
Nortl  Wales,  Warwickshire,  and  various  other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom? 
That  property,  in  passing  through  Liverpool,  had  been  charged  with  something, 
whicl  had  fallen  into  the  hands  of  the  corporation,  and  it  was  the  unscrupulous 
dememour,  the  reckless  extravagance,  and  the  uniighteous  character  of  that 
impoi  t that  we  had  now  to  get  rid  of. 
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Tho  Town-clerk  said  he  was  exceedingly  glad  to  see  that  they  had  amongst 
them  a representative  of  the  Town-clerk  of  Ijiverpool,  Mr.  \enn;  and  a more 
efficient  assistant,  or  a more  able  representative,  the  Town-clerk  of  Liverpool 
could  not  have  sent.  He  (the  Town-clerk)  hoped  that  Mr.  Venn  would  take  back 
with  him  a good  report  of  the  meeting  ; and  what  was  more,  if  Mr.  Venn  could 
set  him  right  with  regard  to  any  statement  he  might  make,  no  one  would  be  more 
satisfied  to  hear  Mr.  Venn  than  he  (the  Town-clerk)  would.  He  was  sure  that 
he  expressed  the  sentiments  of  every  gentleman  present,  when  he  said  he  was 
exceedingly  anxious  to  show — not  so  much  to  those  in  the  room  as  to  those  out 
of  it — that  they  were  not  influenced  by  anything  like  bad  feeling  or  jealousy 
towards  the  corporation  or  the  town  of  Liverpool.  Manchester  was  as  much 
interested  in  and  satisfied  to  see  the  prosperity  of  Liverpool  as  any  part  of  the 
kingdom ; and  he  believed  that  probably  a majority  of  the  respectable  and  influ. 
ential  merchants  of  Liverpool,  when  they  knew  what  the  case  of  Manchester 
was,  would  feel  that  it  was  very  desirable,  for  the  credit  of  their  ancient 
borough,  that  the  stain  now  resting  upon  them  should  be  at  once  and  for  ever 
wiped  away.  (Hear  ) Manchester  simply  asked  that  the  recommendation  of  the 
shipping  dues  commission  appointed  by  Her  Majesty — an  entirely  independent 
body — should  be  carried  out;  that  recommendation  being  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  the  reasonable  suggestion,  which  it  would  hardly  have  been  thought  could 
be  required  at  this  time — that  no  further  charges  should  be  imposed  upon 
trade  and  commerce  than  could  be  shown  to  be  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  ports  and  harbours  in  respect  of  which  those  charges 
were  collected.  He  believed  it  was  only  owing  to  the  ignorance  of  Man- 
chester and  the  manufacturing  community  generally,  of  the  position  in 
which  Liverpool  really  stood — as  was  so  clearly  and  distinctly  shown  at  the  recent 
inquiry — that  the  exaction  of  the  town  dues,  or  “ black  mail”  as  they  had  been 
called,  had  been  so  long  and  quietly  submitted  to.  Liverpool  had  taken  her  stand 
deliberately;  and  he  was  never  more  surprised  than  when,  in  answer  to  the 
question  put  by  the  commissioners  as  to  what  were  their  liabilities  or  responsi- 
bilities in  respect  to  the  enormous  amount  of  town  dues  they  were  collecting,  the 
corporation  answered,  “ There  are  not  any  obligations  imposed  upon  the  corpo- 
ration in  respect  of  their  receipt  of  those  dues.  Yet  those  dues,  the  receipt 
of  which  the  Liverpool  corporation  declared  placed  them  under  no  obligations, 
were  known  to  be  enormous  and  constantly  increasing,  although  their  real  amount 
was  not  stated.  We  do  know  that  upwards  of  £125,000.  per  annum  is  paid  to 
the  borough  fund,  but  in  addition  there  is  the  amount  paid  to  the  freemen,  which, 
as  the  commissioners  state,  must  be  large,  although  “ it  was  impossible  to 

ascertain  it.” 

Referring  for  a moment  to  the  title  set  up  by  the  corporation,  I find  in  the 
Liverpool  Times  of  the  1st  of  May  last  an  article,  the  writer  of  which  shews  all 
the  acuteness  of  a lawyer,  and  writes  in  a way  to  lead  to  a suspicion  that  he  had 
been  to  their  Liverpool  friend  who  was  then  present,  or  to  others,  for  instruction. 
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In  that  article,  the  case  of  The  Corporation  of  Exeter  \\  Warre)i  was  paraded 
before  tli3  public  on  behalf  of  Liverpool ; but  he  (the  Town-clerk)  was  prepared, 
looking  * t the  stand  they  had  taken,  to  quote  the  same  case  as  against  the 
Idverpoo  corporation.  The  case  was  no  doubt  a very  important  one  ; and  a few 
words,  wliich  he  would  read  from  the  Liverpool  Times  would  show  the  ground  he 
took.  This  case  was  put  forward  as  perfectly  conclusive,  and  to  prove  the  unques- 
tionable right  to  the  town  dues.  The  discussion  arose  upon  the  application  to 
the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  for  a new  trial  ; the  case  had  been  tried 
before  ]V  r.  Justice  Coleridge,  but  it  was  objected,  that  his  directions  to  the 
jury  we  e bad  in  law.  In  giving  judgment,  Lord  Denman  said  “ My 
learned  I rother  did  not  deny  that  for  validity  of  a royal  grant  of  the  franchise 
of  a port,  with  the  right  to  collect  port  dues  or  petty  customs,  a consideration 
was  7iec6^sary ; but  he  (Mr.  Justice  Coleridge)  went  on  to  say,  that  the  mere 
creation  )f  a port,  with  the  right  to  all  to  bring  their  ships  there  for  safety,  would 
be  consi(.ered  suflBcient.in  law  to  support  the  grant;”  and  Lord  Denman  added, — 

“We  tl  ink  he  might  properly  have  added,  that  if  the  ownership  of  the  port  carried  with 
it  the  obi  gation  to  clear  the  harbour,  or  do  anything  else  in  the  way  of  clearing  or  ruain^ 
taining  it  the  non-performance  of  that  duty  might  render  the  owners  liable,  but  could  not 
form  a de  ^ence  to  the  present  action  ; and  that  a long  enjoyment  of  the  duties  might  wan-ant 
the  presu  nption  of  any  fact  necessary  to  make  them  legal.” 


( 


That  Wi3  to  say,  that  the  long  enjoyment  of  this  right  might  warrant  the 
presumption  that  there  was  a consideration  ] but  their  fiiends  iu  Liverpool  could 
not  rais3  the  presumption.  The  presumption  alluded  to  by  Lord  Denman, 
must  an  i could  only  be  of  something  which  was  doubtful  j but  the  corporation  of 
Liverpo  d said  there  was  no  doubt, — they  expressly  declared  that  there  was  no 
considei  ition  for  the  tow’n  dues  ; so  that  it  was  perfect  uonsense  to  talk  of  a f 

presumj  tion  that  there  was.  Even  as  a legal  question,  he  thought  the  position  j 

of  the  ( orporation  of  Liverpool  was  extremely  doubtful ; but,  so  far  as  regarded  f 

the  law  it  was  scarcely  necessary  for  them  to  enter  into  the  matter  at  all.  In  i 

their  re  )ort,  the  commissioners  had  stated  that  for  the  purposes  of  the  report,  they  ! 

assumec  the  corporation  to  havo  a good  title  j and  Manchester  and  the  manufac-  i 

turing  jommunity  were  not  called  upon  to  (juarrel  with  the  course  taken. 

They  wire  content  with  the  decision,  and  need  not  quarrel  with  the  bad  reasons 
given  f(  r that  decision  : and  all  they  asked  was,  that  thii  recommendations  of  the  j 

commis  doners  should  be  carried  out.  But  it  might  be  well  to  show  how  it  was  | 

that  tht  corporation  had  got  themselves  into  a position  for  it  to  be  necessary  for  | 

them  tc  declare  that  there  was  no  consideration  for  the  town  dues.  When  the  I 

right  tc  impose  town  dues  upon  certain  parties  was  litigated  in  1691,  and  again  in  ' 

1695,  he  corporation  distinctly  declared,  as  a consideration  for  the  dues,  that  | 

they  W3re  “subject  to  grievous  and  heavy  charges  in  clearing  and  otherwise  \ 

maintai  aing  the  port.”  It  must  be  remembered,  that  the  consideration  for  port 
dues  or  petty  customs,  either  expressed  or  implied,  always  was,  that  theie  should 
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be  a place  of  safety  provided,  to  which  vessels  had  a right  to  resort  at  all 
times.  Ill  1708,  when,  according  to  a statement  made  before  the  commis- 
sioners *by  the  Town-clerk  of  Liverpool,  the  town  dues  were  less  than  £500  a-year, 
it  was  necessary,  for  the  better  security  of  ships,  to  provide  a dock.  The  corpo- 
ration went  to  parliament  for  the  necessary  powers ; and  their  case  was 
sufficiently  shown  by  the  recital  to  the  act ; — “ That  a dock  or  basin  is 
required  for  the  better  security  of  ships  in  the  port,  and  that  the  cost  thereof 
would  be  more  than  the  inhabitants  and  corporation  could  raise.”  They  did  not 
deny,  but  clearly  admitted  their  responsibility;  but  they  said  that  the  charges 
would  be  more  than  they  could  meet.  At  this  period  the  first  Dock  Act  was 
passed,  and  the  corporation  was  authorised  to  levy  dock  dues  to  a certain  amount 
— but  the  power  to  do  so  was  only  granted  for  21  years.  The  conclusion  was 
irresistible.  The  corporation  of  Liverpool  did  not  propose  at  that  time  they  had 
not  grown  hold  enough— to  transfer  iu  perpetuity  all  the  responsibility  connected 
with  providing  docks  and  places  of  safety  for  ships.  That  responsibility  devoKed 
upon  them,  if  ever  they  had  any  title  worth  talking  about,  in  return  for  the  town 
dues  they  were  authorised  to  claim.  But  they  asked  for  power  to  levy  dock  dues 
for  a limited  period  only,  and  it  might  be  supposed  that  they  showed  that  the 
benefits  which  ships  and  shipping  would  receive  would  be  sufficient  to  warrant 
the  granting  to  them,  as  a fund  in  aid,  such  dues  for  this  limited  period.  But 
under  the  subsequent  Dock  Acts,  the  corporation  have  obtained  power  to  levy 
dock  rates  to  any  extent  necessary  for  providing  dock  accommodation,  and  also 
to  levy  other  special  rates  for  harbour  and  port  purposes ; all  expenses  of  the 
port  are  now  defrayed  out  of  such  rates,  and  the  corporation  now  extract  from  the 
commerce  of  the  country,  for  such  objects,  rates  araountiug  altogether  to  little 
less  than  £100,000  per  annum.  Therefore  his  friend,  the  Town-clerk  of 
Liverpool;  wds  clearly  in  a great  difficulty  ; and  his  answer,  extraordinary  as  it 
appears,  was,  in  fact,  the  only  answer  that  could  be  given.  It  was  possible  that 
be  (the  Town-clerk  of  Liv^erpool)  may  attempt  to  get  out  of  the  difficulty  by  saying, 
“ It  was  a strictly  correct  answer.  Parliament  has  removed  from  us,  deliberately, 
the  responsibility  of  keeping  the  port  in  order,  and  has  authorised  us  to  make  other 
and  distinct  rates  for  the  purpose,  and  has  left  us  in  the  possession  of  the  town  dues, 
to  be  spent  in  eating  and  drinking — for  that  was  the  fact  until  the  Municipal  Act 
was  passed— or  iu  any  other  way  that  miglit  suit  the  tastes  of  the  individual 
members  of  the  Liverpool  corporation.  His  answer  to  that  would  be,  “ It  is 
possible  that  so  grievous  an  injury  may  unwittingly  have  been  done  by  the  legisla- 
ture; but  I feel  perfectly  satisfied  that  it  is  only  necessary  for  the  grievance 
to  he  brought  under  the  consideration  of  the  legislature  ; if  they  have  given, 
thev  can  take  away  — in  order  that  it  shall  be,  with  the  least  possible  delay, 
got'rid  of.”  (Hear,  hear.)  He  could  hardly  believe  that  the  corporation  of  Liver- 
pool would  take  the  position  that  would  compel  them  to  say  in  effect,  “We  have 
by  stratagem  and  concealment,  indirectly,  hut  step  by  step,  obtained  powers  to 
levy  other  rates  upon  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  country,  for  the  purpose  of 
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defrajiig  those  expenses  which  ought  to  have  been  defrayed  out  of  our  town  dues, 
and  ha  ?e  succeeded  at  the  same  time  in  keeping  possession  of  the  town  dues, 
withou  being  called  upon  to  give  any  consideration  whatever  in  return.”  If  that 
positio:  i was  to  be  taken,  the  sooner  the  better.  This  view  of  the  question  may 
have  (ccurred  to  the  commissioners,  and  may  have  induenced  them  in  so 
decidec  ly  recommending  that  all  dues  of  this  kind,  not  shewn  to  be  strictly  applied 

to  the  only  purposes  for  which  they  could  be  legally  originally  granted,  should  be 
abolish  3(1.  (Hear,  hear.) 

Hona  were  the  Liverpool  town  dues  fixed  ? Lord  Hale,  in  a treatise  con- 
cerning petty  customs,  says,  “ Petty  customs  were  clearly  due  to  the  crown  in 
ancient  times,  though  the  imposition  of /res/i  dues  was  recited  to  be  illegal  by 
a statute  of  Charles  the  Second.”  By  that  statute  subsidies  were  grained  to 
the  cro  vn,  for  the  purpose  of  defending  trade  and  commerce  against  interference 
by  fore  gn  enemies,  and  maintaining  the  country— in  fact,  it  was  a sort  of  civil 
list,  if  ! uch  a thing  existed  in  those  days  ; and  the  recit  il  was— “ And  because  no 
rates  con  he  imposed  upon  merchandise  exported  or  imported  by  subjects  or  aliens, 
hut  hy  he  common  consent  of  parliament,  be  it  enacted”;  and  then  followed  a 
most  ejphcit  statement  of  the  dues  the  crown  could  cl  lira,  to  be  signed  by  the 
Speake  • of  the  House  of  Commons  in  order  that  there  might  be  no  mistake  as  to 
the  autliority  given.  But  in  these  days  we  had  a greater  authority  than  King 
Chailes  or  parliament.  It  was  not  even  the  corporation  of  Liverpool.  The  corpo- 
ration V ould  hardly  have  ventured,  at  a public  meeting  of  their  body,  which  was 
open  to  reporters  for  the  newspapers,  arbitrarily  to  usurp  a power  most  jealously 
guardec  by  parliament,  and,  by  resolution,  coolly  to  determine  what  rates  and 
taxes  si  ould  be  imposed  upon  her  majesty’s  subjects  in  respect  of  all  goods  coming 
along  tae  highway— for  it  was  no  other,  although  it  was  covered  by  water— • 
leading  inio  Liverpool.  But  it  was  the  collector  who  fixed  the'  rates  on  all 
new  ai  tides  the  man  avIio  collected  the  dues — who  looked  at  the  pack- 
ages, but  did  not  trouble  himself  to  inquire  the  value  ; it  was  he  who 
arbitrarly  decided  what  every  package  should  contribute  for  the  exclusive 
benefit  i f Liverpool,  before  it  was  allowed  to  come  in  or  go  out  of  the  borough.  It 
was  clearly  and  distinctly  proved  before  the  commissioners,  and,  indeed,  was  not 
denied,  that  no  new  article,  whether  of  the  most  absolute  necessity  or  not, 
could  pi.s3  either  way  without  paying  “black  mail”  thus  fixed  to  the  corpora- 
tion. J ,s  the  corporation  could  not  venture,  by  resolution  of  council,  to  tax  the 
people,  it  was  quietly  done  in  the  custom-house  by  the  corporate  collector,  who 
charged  just  what  he  pleased  ; and  the  manufacturing  and  commercial  community 
had  been  fools  enough,  he  believed,  because  they  were  ignorant  of  the  real  state 
of  the  c ise,  quietly  to  pay  what  had  been  thus  demanded.  It  appears  to  me 
that  he  < nly  dues  the  corporation  could  have  any  pretence  whatever  for  taking, 
were  those  stated  upon  the • brass-plate  of  which  they  had  heard  so  much ; that 
plate  cortained  100  odd  articles,  but  the  list  was  now  swollen  to  nearly  1,000. 
This  hac  not  been  the  course  taken  in  other  places.  Bristol  had  just  as  ancient 


I 


19 


Pa  right,  he  believed,  as  the  corporation  of  Liverpool.  Every  article,  however, 
upon  which  Bristol  ever  claimed  a tax  was  distinctly  stated  in  the  charter  under 
I which  the  due  was  claimed.  It  was  a maxim  of  law  that  a tax  of  this  kind  must 
[ be  fixed  and  certain ; and  he  believed  that  if  the  litigation  had  gone  on,  the 
^ corporation  would  have  totally  failed  to  prove  a good  title  to  the  rates,  upon 
their  right  to  which  they  now  insisted. 

In  a Liverpool  paper,  of  recent  date,  it  was  said,  and  the  remark  was 
singularly  worded — “ It  is  Avell  for  Manchester  and  for  this  borough,  that 
the  right  was  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  an  individual,  and  placed  in  those 
of  a representative  body,  elected  by  ratepayers,  who  are  deeply  interested 
in  their  due  administration.”  He  should  be  indisposed  to  quarrel  with  the 
remark,  after  it  had  been  slightly  altered  : — Let  it  stand — “ It  is  well  for 
this  borough  that  the  right  was  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  an  individual, 
and  placed  in  those  of  a representative  body,  elected  by  ratepayers,  who 
are  deeply  interested  in  their  administration.,”  (Hear,  hear.)  What  would  the 
Liverpool  corporation  have  said  if  the  dues  had  remained  in  the  hands  of  Lord 
Molyneux’s  family,  and  they  had  gone  to  Parliament  to  propose  that,  instead  of 
paying  the  expense  of  providing  places  of  safety  for  ships  and  of  maintaining  the 
' port,  they  should  levy  other  rates  upon  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  whole 

district,  and  still  retain  the  town  dues,  without  giving  any  consideration 
* whatever  for  them  ? What  had  the  Liverpool  corporation  done  for  which 

they  could  ask  for  the  gratitude  of  Manchester?  They  had  pulled  down 
and  rebuilt  their  streets— embellished  their  town— erected  magnificent  halls 
and  splendid  buildings — made  Liverpool  a place  of  Afthich  Manchester,  as 
a neighbour,  felt  justly  proud.  But  with  whose  money  had  they  done 
this?  They  had  obtained  the  money  of  Manchester  and  the  district  upon 
the  understanding  or  supposition  tliat  it  was  to  be  expended  for  national  or  trade 
objects;  tliey  had  expended  it  for  purely  local  purposes.  What  was  more,  they 
had  obtained  our  money  to  an  enormous  amount,  under  the  acts  of  parliament, 
which  nobody  had  watched,  to  build  those  docks  which  were  the  admiration  of  the 
world.  We  did  not  object  to  this.  Mancliester  would  never  have  raised  a hand 
against  any  expenditure  that  could  bo  shown  to  be  necessary  for  the  purposes  of 
trade  and  commerce,  in  which  we  were  vitally  interested,  and  quite  as  much  as  the 
corporation  of  Liverpool  could  be.  But  we  had  been  doubly  taxed.  We  had  been 
called  upon  to  find  security  for  all  the  money  expended  in  making  the  docks, 
thereby  stimulating  and  increasing  trade— for  what  ? A debt  of  seven  millions 
sterling  had  been  incurred,  and  rates  amounting  to  £400,000.  were  paid ; trade 
had  been  thereby  increased;  but,  at  tlie  same  time,  this  heavy  and  probably 
necessary  expenditure  had  tended  enormously  to  increase  the  town  dues,  which 
were  applied  by  the  corporation  of  Liverpool  for  purely  selfish  purposes. 

We  inav,  as  a matter  of  the  simplest  justice,  ask  to  have  the  recommenda- 
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nobodj  thought  of  questioning  its  legality ; but  the  Bristol  corporation,  with 
a publ  c and  patriotic  spirit — and  at  the  same  time,  no  doubt,  with  a selfish 
feeling  as  to  their  own  trade — being  satisfied  that  the  rates  were  prejudicial  to 
trade  ind  commerce  generally,  voluntarily  abolished  them.  (Hear,  hear.)  Par- 
liamert  had,  to  a certain  extent,  dealt  with  dues  of  a similar  character,  at 
Newca  jtle-upon-Tyue  ; and  no  doubt  parliament  would  be  prepared  to  deal  with 
^hose  ( f Liverpool,  and  to  carry  out  the  recommendations  of  the  commissioners, 
when  ,ho  proper  time  arrived.  From  time  immemorial,  town  dues  had  been 
taken  it  Southampton ; but  when  the  corporation  of  Southampton  asked  parlia- 
ment ti  give  them  authority  to  levy  dock  rates  for  the  purpose  of  constructing 
docks,  and  providing  better  accommodation  for  shipping,  thev,  by  the  same  act, 
abolished  their  right  to  claim  town  dues.  No  doubt  when  Liverpool  applied 
for  the  early  Dock  Acts,  it  was  felt  to  be  desirable  to  have  a certain  income,  by 
parliamentary  right,  rather  than  an  uncertain  (and  theii  very  small)  income  from 
town  ( ues ; and  if  the  merits  of  the  question  had  been  propei'ly  brought  before 
pailiau  eut,  and  then  discussed,  there  would  have  been  no  trouble  with  the  tow*n 
dues  row. 

It  w LS  possible  that  they  might  have  some  difficulty  in  persuading  the  govern- 
ment although  he  did  not  think  it  likely — to  bring  in  a bill,  during  the  present 
session  to  abolish  all  dues  of  this  description.  A letter  had  appeared  from  Mr. 
Lindsay,  the  member  for  Tynemouth,  stating  that  Mr.  Cardwell,  the  President  of 
the  Bo  trd  of  Trade,  was  desirous  of  dealing  with  the  whole  subject  when  he  intro- 
duced Ids  bill,  and  that  he  was  waiting  until  the  report  of  the  commissioners  as  to 
the  Irii  h ports  was  presented.  They  must  not  however  delay  to  take  steps  in  the 
matter  , and  it  was  very  desirable  that  the  district  interested  should  understand 
that,  ca  account  of  the  number  of  bills  the  Liverjtool  corporation  had  now 
before  parliament,  a very  decided  move  should  be  made  by  all  interested 
in  the  abolition  of  the  town  dues.  The  discussion  must  come  on  during  the 
present  session.  The  Liverpool  corporation  were  seeking  for — first,  an  improve- 
ment 1 ill.  It  appeared  very  ungracious  for  Manchester,  or  any  other  place,  to 
object  to  the  improvement  of  Liverpool.  In  some  respects,  Manchester 
though  that  Liverpool  needed  a great  deal  of  improvement ; and  the  improve- 
ment t ley  wished  to  see  was,  Liverpool  people  paying  the  expense  of  their  local 
improvements  out  of  their  own  funds.  Manchester  did  not  want  to,  and  would 
not,  olject  to  the  Liverpool  improvement  bill,  provided  that  clauses  were  intro- 
duced, distinctly  and  clearly  withdrawing  the  town  dues,  from  being,  directly  or 
indirec  ly,  charged  with  the  payment  of  the  T300,000.  or  £400,000.  it  was 
proposi  d to  borrow  for  improvement  purposes.  Last  session,  such  clauses 
were  ii  troduced  into  a similar  bill,  and  no  doubt  that,  this  session,  such  would 
again  he  obtained  through  the  Board  of  Trade,  unless  the  corporation,  as 
he  ho]ied  would  be  the  case,  voluntarily  introduced  the  required  protecting 
clauses  Liverpool  was  seeking  also  a waterworks  bill ; and  the  same  kind 
of  clai  ses  might  be  required,  in  case  it  was  proposed  to  borrow  more  money 
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IP  for  the  works.  What  was  wanted  was  to  keep  the  town  dues  from  being  charged 

I as  security  for  any  additional  debt.  The  commissioners  had  declared  that  at  pre- 

I sent  the  debt  was  about  a million  sterling  ; and  also  that  there  was  ample  secu- 

I rity,  without  the  town  dues,  arising  out  of  the  corporate  property,  as  to  which  we 

should  probably  know  something  hereafter,  seeing  that  a return — which  it  was  said 
would  occupy  a number  of  clerks  three  years  to  prepare — was  to  be  moved  for  at 
the  next  meeting  of  the  council  by  Mr.  Robertson  Gladstone.  This  corporate 
property,  which  was  estimated  at  four  millions  or  more,  had  really  been  created 
out  of  the  town  dues  paid  by  the  district.  In  addition  to  this  ample  security, 
Liverpool  might  well  follow  the  example  of  Manchester  and  levy  a borough  rate ; 
for  it  at  present  had  none,  although  the  rateable  value  of  property  in  Liverpool 
was  £1,400,000.  There  was  another  bill,  and  a most  important  one,  sought  by 
Liverpool,  upon  wliich  he  would  make  a few  observations,  rather  to  those  whose 
duty  it  was  to  watch  more  directly  over  the  interests  of  trade  and  commerce,  than  as 
forming  part  of  the  business  of  that  meeting.  The  Liverpool  dock  trust  were 
proposing  a very  large  extension  of  the  docks,  and  proposed  to  take  power  to  lay 
out  something  like  an  additional  four  millions  sterling.  Accommodation  to  any 
extent  that  could  be  shown  to  be  required  by  trade  and  commerce,  ought  to  be 
and  must  be  provided  ; but  he  thought  nobody  would  question  the  assertion,  that 
the  representatives  of  trade  and  commerce  ought,  in  the  first  place,  to  be  satisfied 
that  the  proposed  additional  accommodation  was  required ; and,  in  the  second 
place,  that  the  accommodation  proposed  was  the  best  that,  under  the  circum- 
stances, was  obtainable.  He  thought  it  would  be  found  that  there  was  extreme 
doubt  as  to  the  expediency  of  allowing  the  scheme  of  the  dock  trust  to  be  carried 
out ; and  he  hoped  that  steps  would  be  taken,  at  any  rate,  to  induce  a postpone- 
ment of  even  the  consideration  of  the  bill,  until  parliament  had  determined  how 
the  recommendations  of  the  commissioners  should  be  dealt  with,  and  what  kind  of 
a conservancy  of  our  ports  and  harbours  should  hereafter  exist.  Gentlemen  would 
be  surprised  to  hear  that,  as  he  was  told  by  a Liverpool  merchant  the  other  day, 

’ even  at  this  very  time,  in  the  north  docks  now  existing — and  docks,  assuredly,  of 

all  places,  ought  to  be  looked  upon  as  places  of  security — vessels  in  those  docks 
were  absolutely  almost  in  danger  of  shipwreck — when  the  gates  were  opened,  with 
a north-west  wind  blowing.  What  the  dock  trust  proposed,  was  to  extend  those 
north  docks ; so  that  all  the  disadvantages  of  the  present  docks  would  be  still  fur- 
ther increased.  He  would  read  a letter  from  the  captain  of  one  of  the  largest 
American  vessels,  addressed  to  the  Liverpool  authorities ; — 

“Liverpool,  1st  Januarj-,  1855. 

li  It  is  my  candid  opinion  that  the  extreme  northern  docks  are  not  as  safe  for  docking  large 

ships  as  the  others  further  south.  I have  received  considerable  damage  three  or  four  times 
I in  docking  with  a fresh  X.N.W.  wind,  particularly  on  the  9th  ultimo,  when  my  ship  not  only 

received  much  injm-y  above  water,  hut  struck  the  bottom  several  times,  there  being  22  feet 
on  the  sill,  and  the  ship  only  drawing  18  J feet.  There  is  always  too  much  sea,  with  fresh 
' north-west  to  north  winds,  to  risk  a ship  alongside  the  wall.  I also  think  the  rocks  and 
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stones  ^ ery  dangerous,  as  many  vessels  have  lost  their  false  k<  els  in  docking.  I have  lost 
mine  tv  ice,  and  othervdse  damaged  the  ship’s  bottom,  compelling  me  to  go  in  the  graving 
dock.  think  I could  mention  some  dozens  of  accidents  that  have  happened  to  my 
acquain  ances,  and  some  very  serious,  I am  not  prejudiced  against  the  docks,  for  I prefer 
being  h them  to  any  others ; but  nothing  but  necessity  in  future  'will  ever  induce  me  to  dock 
a ship  t lere  when  there  is  a strong  breeze  from  the  N.N.W.  to  north.  1 think  there  are 
some  fi'  e or  six  vessels  now  in  port  that  have  received  damage  entering  the  northern  docks- 

‘‘  Yours  respectfully, 

u ** 

Auoth<  r captain  wrote  : — 

“ Januaiy  4,  1855. 

“ Dei  r Sir, — In  answer  to  your  question  as  to  the  safety  of  docking  at  the  north  docks 
with  a 1 trong  westeidy  wind,  I can  only  say  that  I believe  no  ship  can  dock  there  without 
more  oi  less  damage.  I docked  there  myself  on  the  9th  of  last  month,  and  in  doing  so 
stove  tl  e stern  of  the  ship  in,  and  also  carried  away  the  cathi-ad.  The  fenders  were  of  no 
use,  thi  y were  crushed  in  less  than  five  minutes,  alongside  the  dock  wall,  and  also  parted 
nearly  1 11  the  hawsers  and  lines  in  the  ship.  I had  plenty  of  iteam  and  plenty  of  men,  but 
the  sea  .s  so  heavy  that  there  is  great  danger  in  docking  with  a westerly  wind. 

“ Very  respectfully, 


He  he]  i in  his  hand  a copy  of  a memorial  which  he  believed  either  had  been  or  was  to 
be  pres  ented  to  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Liverpool,  stating  just  the  same  facts- 
The  m jmorialists  deprecate  in  the  strongest  possible  terms  the  extensions  proposed 
to  be  c irried  out  in  that  direction,  and  he  believed  that  the  docks,  if  made,  would 
be  for  :he  purposes  for  which  they  were  intended,  almost  useless,  The  fact  was 
that  U(  w some  of  those  very  large  ships  were,  for  half  their  voyages,  obliged  to  take 
in  their  cargoes  in  the  middle  of  the  river;  they  pay  all  dock  dues  as  if  they  went 
into  dc  ck,  and  were  subject  to  all  the  extra  charges  of  taking  in  their  cargo  in  the 
middle  of  the  river.  These  were  most  important  questions  for  trade  and  commerce. 
The  de  bt  was  now  six  millions,  and  supposing  that  four  millions  more  were  expended, 
the  int  3rest  on  that  sum  would  have  to  be  raised  by  dock  dues;  and  so  it  became  a 
perpeti  lal  charge  upon  trade  and  commerce.  It  behoved  this  district  to  take  care 
that  nc  scheme  of  that  kind  should  be  passed  without  receiving  due  investigation, 
and  he  hoped  that  our  Manchester  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  Commercial  Asso- 
ciation would,  at  any  rate,  look  after  that  hill.  There  could  not  be  much  prejudice 
to  Liv<  rpool  by  delay.  They  say  they  only  want  to  carry  out  a contract  with  Lord 
Derby  ind  Mr.  Leigh  for  the  purchase  of  some  £150,000.  worth  of  land  ; that  they 
only  w int  to  buy  the  land  ; but  he  would  say,  “ Don’t  let  them  buy  the  land  ; 
don’t  I it  a step  be  taken  till  parliament  have  decided  what  they  will  do  with  the 
recomr  lendations  of  the  commissioners,  and  until  you  are  quite  satisfied  that  the 
arrangements  proposed  are  the  best  and  most  desirable  even  for  Liverpool  itself.” 
Befc  re  concluding,  he  would  venture  to  ask  if  we  had  any  reason  to  feel  special 
confidence  in  the  management  of  the  corporation  of  Liverpool?  He  would 
mentio  n one  or  two  instances  to  show  that  the  corporation  of  Liverpool  were  not 
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infallible.  What  did  they  do  with  Wallasey  Pool  ? They  sold  the  finest  natural  dock 
in  the  world,  into  which  ships  could  have  gone  at  all  times  of  the  tide.  And  for  what 
purpose  ? To  buy  the  Newsham  Hall  estate — to  become,  in  fact,  speculators  in  land 
on  the  Liverpool  side.  They  made  a second  mistake.  They  might  have  purchased 
the  whole  of  the  Birkenhead  docks  for  a very  low  price ; but  for  the  sake  of  £50,000. 
the  negotiation  went  off.  But  the  very  fact  that  they  negotiated  was  to  himself 
conclusive  of  one  fact — that  they  themselves  thought  that  the  Birkenhead  docks 
would  afford  a convenient  and  satisfactory  accommodation  to  commerce.  If  so, 
then  what  had  we  to  do  with  the  rivalry  or  jealousy  between  Liverpool  and 
Birkenhead  ? Let  the  highway  to  those  docks  be  made  free ; let  no  charge  be 
made  for  going  up  that  highway  (for  highway  it  is,  though  covered  with  water), 
except  what  was  necessary  for  keeping  it  clear  and  in  repair;  let  the  dock 
dues  and  rates  be  made  consistent  with  the  accommodation  provided  to  com- 
merce ; and  then  let  commerce  go  to  the  right  or  to  the  left,  just  as  it  can  find 
the  most  convenient  shelter  or  accommodation.  But  do  not  let  them  spend 
four  millions  more,  in  addition  to  their  debt  of  six  millions,  which  is  inflicted, 
not  upon  the  people  of  Liverpool,  but  upon  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  nation  ; 
and  for  which  addition,  if  ever  permitted,  we  ourselves  would  be  for  ever  taxed. 
Then  there  was  another  important  point,  which  we  had  a right  to  press  upon  the 
attention  of  government.  The  commissioners  propose  a different  conservancy  ; and 
if  all  that  was  said  were  true,  it  was  high  time  there  should  be  a different  one 
from  the  present  in  Liverpool.  He  was  told  that  it  was  a fact,  about  which  no 
dispute  could  arise,  that  a most  serious  injury  was  arising  from  carrying  out  the 
river  walls  in  one  direction  on  the  Liverpool  side  only ; that  millions  of  tons 
of  material  were  annually  carried  away  from  the  Cheshire  side,  which  must  find  a 
deposit  somewhere ; that  the  channel  was  constantly  changing ; and  that  if  the 
same  course  of  action  were  to  continue,  the  probability  was  that  the  estuary  would 
become,  ere  long,  most  seriously  interfered  with  and  damaged.  All  these  facts 
showed  that  we  had  no  reason  to  be  so  exceedingly  confident  in  the  management 
of  the  corporation  of  Liverpool;  and  that  before  parliament  gave  them  power  to 
spend  four  millions  of  money,  parliament  ought  at  any  rate  to  see  whether  the 
river  was  properly  protected,  and  also  whether  the  accommodation  proposed  was 
the  most  desirable,  whether  the  expense  was  necessary,  or  whether  the  trade  and 
commerce  of  the  district  could  be  satisfactorily  accommodated  with  the  existing 
arrangements.  No  doubt  our  different  commercial  chambers  would  look  after  that 
bill,  and  he  felt  satisfied  that  a very  little  exertion  on  the  part  of  those  who 
represent  the  commerce  of  the  district,  would  prevent  anything  like  a speedy 
decision,  when  that  bill  came  before  the  legislature.  Having  detained  the 
1 meeting  so  long,  he  would  not  read  some  extracts  which  he  had  prepared,  simply 

to  show  that  at  any  rate  we  in  Manchester  need  not  be  afraid  of  not 
meeting  with  sympathy  amongst  our  friends  in  Liverpool,  in  the  course 
we  had  taken.  The  Liverpool  papers  he  had  carefully  looked  through  for 
some  time  past,  and  he  was  really  surprised  to  find  how  uniform  (with  one 


single  exception)  was  their  condemnation  of  town  dues,  taken  as  they  are  and 
expendt  d as  they  had  been.  One  paper  said  it  believed  that  if  town  dues  were 
withdra  vn  altogether,  many  people  on  ’change  thought  it  would  be  no  great  disad- 
vantage to  the  corporation ; for  that  more  economy  would  be  introduced,  fewer 
extravaj  ;ant  buildings  would  be  erected,  and  that  various  beneficial  changes  would 
be  mado;  and  they  thought  that  what  with  the  rates  on  docks  and  other  savings, 
there  w >uld  be  enough  to  compensate  for  the  loss,  and  that  the  council  would  be 
just  as  wise  after  town  dues  were  gone  as  at  present.  Another  Liverpool  paper 
charact<  rised  town  dues  in  a way  which  formed  quite  sufficient  justification  for  all  ‘ 
that  we  had  done  or  were  doing ; and  must  satisfy  every  one  that  we  were  not 
likely  t(  work  unsuccessfully.  He  felt  satisfied  that  the  days  of  those  town  dues 
were  necessarily  numbered,  whenever  the  recommendations  of  the  commissioners 
came  fa  rly  before  Parliament ; and  that  such  a case  would  be  made  out  against 
the  imp  )st  as  would  render  all  the  opposition  of  the  old  corporations,  if  they  did 
band  tlemselves  together  to  protect  these  old  abuses,  perfectly  hopeless  and 
futile.  (Hear,  hear.)  He  would  finish  by  quoting  a ])assage  from  one  of  the 
Liverpo  >1  papers  which  was  well  informed  upon  the  subject ; and  whose  accurate 
descript  on  must  satisfy  everybody  that  we  had  a righteous  cause,  and  \tere  sure 
of  succe  >3.  The  writer  says, — 

“ The  1 own  dues  offend  against  every  just  and  proper  principle— they  constitute  a tax 
upon  con  raerce,  without  affording  any  benefit  in  return,  and  they  perpetuate  the  anomaly  of 
unconstit  itional  tjTanny,  by  making  one  merchant  pay,  whilst  they  excuse  anoHier.  Is 
that  just,  right,  or  honest?  Certainly  not.  And  being  neither  just,  right,  nor  honest,  it 
cannot  en  lure.” 

(Hear,  h ;ar,  and  great  applause,  as  the  Town-clerk  sat  down.) 

Mr.  V 'iLLiAM  Gibb  expressed  his  satisfaction  at  the  forcible  language  in  which 
the  Towi  i-clerk  had  explained  that^we  pay  Liverpool  town  dues  and  receive  nothing 
in  returj  i.  He  had  been  told  both  in  Liverpool  and  Manchester  that  part  of 
those  dui  !S  did  go  towards  the  maintenance  of  the  river  or  something  belonging  to 
it.  It  w IS  desirable  this  should  be  perfectly  understood ; and  he  could  find  no 
such  cha  -ge.  He  had  ascertained  the  Liverpool  dock  diujs  to  be  as  heavy,  if  not 
heavier,  1 han  in  any  other  port  in  the  kingdom.  The  average  tonnage  upon  ships 
alone  was  Is.  4d.  per  ton,  varying  with  the  places,  from  Od.  on  ships  from  North 
America  x>  2s.  3d.  from  South  America  ; but  averaging  Is.  4d.  which  was  paid  by 
the  shipo  ,\mer  for  the  people  at  the  other  end.  Besides  this,  there  was  the  charge 
on  the  ca  rgo,  at  so  much  per  package,  first  on  the  raw  mat(;rial  imported,  and  again 
on  the  m inufactured  goods  exported,  so  that  the  dues  were  levied  twice  and  both 
ways.  E e was  satisfied  if  we  went  to  the  House  of  Commons  we  should  get  rid 
of  the  Li  'erpool  town  dues  altogether.  But  we  must  watch  all  these  new  bills  of 
Liverpool , He  trusted  no  committee  of  the  house  would  be  found  to  pass  one  of 
those  bill !,  without  having  a clause  to  protect  the  public  against  the  perpetuity  of 
town  due  l.  He  had  taken  up  this  question  16  or  17  yeara  ago,  and  submitted  it 


to  Mr.  Poulett  Thomson,  and  he  was  glad  to  see  that,  at  length,  the  attention  of 
Manchester  and  the  district  was  roused,  and  he  trusted  that  we  should  never  give 
up  the  fight  till  we  liad  won  the  victoiy.— The  resolution  was  then  put  and  passed 
unanimously. 

Mr.  M.  Boss,  Vice-President  of  the  Manchester  Commercial  Association,  moved 
the  second  resolution : — 


“ That  the  necessary  steps  be  taken  for  bringing  more  immediately  under  the  notice  of 
Her  Majesty’s  government,  the  oppressive  and  obnoxious  character  of  this  tax,  and  of  urging 
the  necessity  of  carrying  into  immediate  effect  the  reasonable  recommendations  of  the 
royal  commissioners  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  the  dues  upon  ships  and  shipping,  and 
of  abolishing  all  charges  svhich  may  not  be  required  for  the  purpose  of  defraying  the  ex- 
penses incurred  in  maintaining  the  ports  and  harbours,” 


Mr.  Ross  said  he  had  no  jealousy  whatever  of  the,  large  corporate  property 
of  the  Liverpool  corporation,  or  the  slightest  wish  to  interfere  with  the 
mode  in  which  they  might  see  it  their  interest  or  benefit  to  dispose  of  that 
property ; and  if  it  w'ere  their  pleasure  that  a portion  of  it  should  go  for  the 
blowing  of  the  organ  of  Saint  Martin’s,  he  would  say,  if  they  liked  it,  let 
them  have  as  much  organ-blowing  as  they  pleased.  But  if,  for  this  purpose, 
they  levied  a tax  on  the  people  of  Manchester  for  which  nothing  whatever  was 
received  in  return,  we  had  very  great  reason  to  complain,  inasmuch  as  we  did  pay 
also  our  own  local  taxation.  Mr.  J.  C.  Harter,  who  had  just  left  the  room,  com- 
plained with  great  justice  that  he  paid  to  the  Liverpool  corporation  eight  times  as 
much  as  the  amount  of  the  borough  rate  he  paid  to  the  Manchester  corporation.  (Hear.  ) 
Many  others  were  in  the  same  position.  One  gentleman  here  consumed  100 
bales  of  cotton  a-week,  and  he  paid  £40.  or  £50.  a-year  to  the  Liverpool  corporation ; 
and  other  cases  might  be  named,  varying  from  that  amount  up  to  £200.  They 
naturally  asked,  “ Why  should  we  be  taxed  to  two  towns?  We  pay  local  rates 
here : why  pay  also  in  Liverpool  ?”  Tliere  had  been  a gradual  progressive  increase 
in  the  amount  of  the  Liverpool  town  dues,  which  was  not  based  upon  adherence 
to  the  brass-plate  so  often  referred  to,  but  by  taxing  every  new  commodity  that 
could  possibly  enter  into  consumption.  In  1751,  about  100  years  ago,  the  w’hole 
amount  of  the  town  dues  was  only  £1,300 ; 20  years  afterwards  it  had  only 
reached  £2,800;  in  1791,  they  were  £10,000;  in  1811,  they  had  doubled, 
having  amounted  to  £21,000  ; in  1831  they  only  reached  £47,000  ; in  1851  they 
had  got  to  £100,000 ; and  in  the  next  three  years  they  had  actually  increased  to 
£125,000  in  1854  (hear);  the  increase  going  on  at  the  rate  of  nearly  £10,000 
additional  per  annum, — the  larger  portion  of  that  money  coming  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  manufacturers  and  others  of  the  districts  round  Manchester.  He 
had  never  heard  a single  word  of  a justification  for  these  town  dues.  It  was 
admitted  that  they  were  not  applied  to  the  purposes  for  which  they  were  originally 
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intended;  but  solely  for  the  aggrandisement  of  Liverpool,  at  the  expense  of 
other  parties;  as  if  in  verification  of  the  old  adage, — 

“ the  good  and  simple  plan 

That  those  should  take  who  have  the  power 
And  those  should  keep  who  can.” 
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:\.RR0WSMiTH,  Esq.,  Mayor  of  Bolton,  in  seconding  the  motion,  said  that, 
IS  he  did  from  a poor  and  populous  town,  composed  almost  entirely  of 
{aged  in  manufactures  and  trade,  they  felt  a deep  interest  in  this  question, 
ately,  they  had  none  of  those  large  and  splendid  institutions  which  were 
nd  ornamenting  Liverpool ; but  they  were  building  a handsome  market, 
probably  of  £‘80,000.,  besides  additional  waterworks  ; and  he  wondered 
Liverpool  corporation  would  say,  if  the  Bolton  people  were  to  ask  them 
r their  improvements.  They  liad  to  pay  a yearly  borough  rate  in  Bolton  ; 
Liverpool  town  dues  obviated  all  necessity  of  laying  a borough  rate  in 
1.  Under  these  circumstances,  he  thought  Bolton  might  have  good 
.or  asking  Liverpool  to  contribute  to  her  local  improvements.  He  must 
rotest  against  this  tax,  as  being  unnecessary  and  unjust, 
solution  then  passed  unanimousl3^ 

E Heginbotham,  Esq.,  Mayor  of  Ashton-under  Lyne,  moved  the  third 
, and  briefly  expressed  his  approval  of  the  object  of  the  meeting. 

:ie  following  gentlemen,  with  power  to  add  to  their  number,  be  appointed  a com- 
ake such  steps  on  behalf  of  the  districts  now  unjustly  taxed  for  the  payment  of 
■xpenses  of  the  borough  of  Liverpool  as  may  be  necessary,  in  order  to  secure  the 
f all  dues  and  charges  upon  trade  and  commerce  not  required  for  the  payment  of 
es  incurred  in  the  maintenance  of  the  port  and  harbour,  viz  : — His  Worship  the 
vlanchester;  Sir  Elkanah  Armitage ; Mr.  Alderman  Sbuttleworth  ; Mr.  Alderman 
Thomas  Bazley,  Esq.,  president  of  the  Manchester  Chamber  of  Commerce; 
hworth.  Esq.,  vice-president ; J.  A.  Turner,  president  of  the  Manchester  Com- 
ssociation;  Malcolm  Ross,  Esq.,  vice-president;  His  Worship  the  Mayor  of 
. R.  Langworthy,  Esq. 

iMUND  Buckley,  in  seconding  it,  said  that  in  Manchester,  when  we 
provements,  we  paid  for  them  ourselves,  and  we  got  an  act  of  parliament 
selves  to  the  extent  of  nearly  £200,000.  to  im])rove  one  single  street. 
He  was  glad  to  see  this  movement  proceeding  ; he  was  sure  it  was  in 
.s,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be  successful.  Besides  the  various  districts 
• the  town-clerk  as  interested  in  this  question,  he  might  name  the 
ire  Potteries  and ‘’the  iron  district,  and  likewise  the  west  of  Scotland, 
es  to  and  from  these  districts,  through  Liverpool,  were  immense,  and  he 
hey  would  all  join  most  cordially,  in  the  expense  and  in  other  ways,  to 
to  the  success  of  this  good  cause. 

WN-cLERK  said  that  there  were  communications  from  all  these  districts, 
at  they  were  deeply  interested  in  the  matter.  To  shov?"  the  interest 


^ Glasgow  had,  he  might  state  that  of  some  cargoes  from  abroad,  some  part  being 
I for  Liverpool,  the  vessel  went  into  the  Liverpool  docks,  and  the  merchant  had  to 
pay  town  dues  and  dock  dues,  even  for  that  portion  of  the  cargo  that  was  going  to 
i Glasgow.  Both  the  iron  district  and  the  Potteries  were  deeply  interested ; in 
fact,  we  could  hardly  say  where  the  tax  did  not  reach.  The  trade  of  Liverpool 
had  increased  so  vastly  that  the  customs  revenue  there  amounted  to  several  millions, 
aird  there  was  scarcely  a district  that  did  not  feel  the  injustice. 

The  resolution  passed  unanimously. 

The  Mayor  of  Salford  having  taken  the  vacated  chair, 

Thomas  Ashworth,  Esq.,  the  Chief-constable  of  Rochdale,  in  moving  a vote  of 
thanks  to  the  mayor  for  his  conduct  in  presiding,  said  that  the  people  of  Rochdale 
were  quite  prepared  to  go  with  Manchester  and  the  surrounding  districts,  in 
making  every  effort  to  get  these  Liverpool  town  dues  abolished.  Some  time  ago 
a committee  had  been  appointed  in  Rochdale  wth  power  to  communicate  with  the 

smrounding  districts,  and  to  do  all  in  their  power  to  get  these  anomalous  town 
dues  abolished.  (Hear.) 

Dr.  Rayner,  Mayor  of  Stockport,  in  seconding  the  motion,  said  there  could  not 
be  a doubt  of  the  injustice  of  these  town  dues,  especially  in  levying  them  upon  all 
articles  passing  Liverpool  up  the  river. 

The  resolution  passed  unanimously,  and  the  Mayor  biielly  acknowledged  the 
compliment,  when  the  proceedings  terminated,  a few  minutes  before  two  o’clock. 


Cave  and  Sevek,  Printers  Palatine  Buildings,  Hunt’s  Bank,  Mancliester. 
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